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PREFACE. 



A BRIEF outline of the principal part of the 
following Work was sketched out several years 
ago for the private use of some young friends ; 
and from that MS. chiefly, the Article " Rheto- 
ric" in the Encyclopaedia Metropolitana was af- 
terwards drawn up. I was induced to believe 
that it might be more useful if published in a 
separate form ; and I have accordingly, with the 
assistance of some friends, revised the treatise, 
and made a few additions and other alterations 
which suggested themselves ; besides dividing 
it in a manner more convenient for reference. 

The title of " Rhetoric," I have thought it best 
on the whole to retain, as being that by which 
the Article in the Encyclopaedia is designated ; 
though it is in some respects open to objection. 
Besides that it is rather the more commonly 
employed in reference to public Speaking alone, 
it is also apt to suggest to many minds an asso- 
ciated idea of empty declamation, or of dishon- 
est artifice. 
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The subject indeed stands perhaps but a few 
degrees above Logic in popular estimation ; the 
one being generally regarded by the vulgar as 
the Art of bewildering the learned by frivolous 
subtleties; the other, that of deluding the multi 
tude by specious falsehood. And if a treatise on 
Composition be itself more favourably received 
than the w ork of a Logician, the Author of it must 
yet labour under still greater disadvantages. He 
may be th ought to challenge criticism ; and his 
own perfc nnances may be condemned by a ref- 
erence to his own precepts ; or, on the other 
hand, his precepts may be undervalued, through 
his own failures in their application. Should this 
take place in the present instance, I have only to 
urge, with Horace in his Art of Poetry, that a 
whetstone, though itself incapable of cutting, is 
yet useful in sharpening steel. No system of in- 
struction will completely equalize natural pow- 
ers ; and yet it may be of service towards their 
improvement. The youthful Achilles acquired 
skill in hurling the javelin under the instruction 
of Chiron, though the master could not compete 
with the pupil in vigor of arm. 

It may perhaps be hardly necessary to observe, 
that the following pages are designed principally 
for the instruction of unpractised writers. Of 
such as have long been in the habit of writing or 
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speaking, those whose procedure has been con- 
formable to the rules 1 have laid down, will of 
course have anticipated most of mj observations : 
and those again who have proceeded on opposite 
principles, will be more likely to censure, as it 
were in self-defence, than laboriously to unlearn 
what they have perhaps laboriously acquired, 
and to set out afresh on a new system. But I am 
encouraged, partly by the result of experiments, 
to entertain a hope that the present System may 
prove useful to such as have their method of com- 
position, and their style of writing and of delivery 
to acquire. And an author ought to be content 
if a work be found in some instances not unprof- 
itable, which cannot, from its nature, be expected 
to pass completely uncensured. 

Whoever indeed, in treating of any subject, 
recommends (whether on good or bad grounds) 
a departure from established practice, must ex- 
pect to encounter opposition. This opposition 
does not indeed imply that his precepts are right ; 
but neither does it prove them wrong ; it only 
implies that they are new ; since few will readily 
acknowledge the plans on which they have long 
been proceeding, to be mistaken. If a treatise 
therefore on the present subject were received 
with immediate, universal, and unqualified appro^ 
bation, this circumstance would not indeed prove 
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it to be erroneous^ (since it is conceivable that 
the methods commonly pursued may be altogeth- 
er right,) but would afford a presumption that 
there was not much to be learnt from it. 

On the other hand, the more deep-rooted and 
generally prevalent any error may be, the less 
favourably, at first, will its refutation (thougl^ 
proportionably the more important) be for the 
most part received. 

With respect to what are commonly called 
Rhetorical Artifices — contrivances for " making 
the worse appear the better reason," — it would 
have savoured of pedantic morality to give solemn 
admonitions against employing them, or to enter 
a formal disclaimer of dishonest intention ; since, 
after all, the generality will, according to their 
respective characters, make what use of a book 
they think fit, without waiting for the Author's 
permission : but what I have endeavoured to do, 
is, clearly to setforth, as far as I could, (as Ba- 
con does in his Essay on Cunning,) these sophis- 
tical tricks of the Art ; and as far as I may have 
succeeded in this, I shall have be^en providing the 
only effectual check to the employment of them. 
The adulterators of food or of drugs, and the 
coiners of base money, keep their processes a 
secret, and dread no one so much as him who 
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detects, describes, and proclaims their contriran'- 
ces, and thus puts men on their guard ; for "ere- 
ry one that doeth evil hateth the lightj neither 
cometh to the light, lest his deeds should be 
made manifest." 

To the prevailing association of the term 
"Rhetoric," with the idea of these delusive con- 
trivances, may be traced the opinion (which I 
believe is also common) that the power of elo 
quence is lost on those who themselves possess 
it ; or at least that a critical knowledge of the art 
of Composition fortifies any one, in proportion to 
his proficiency, against being affected by the 
persuasive powers of another. This is undoubt- 
edly true, as far alS; Sophistical skill is concern- 
ed. The better acquainted one is with any kind 
of rhetorical trick, the less liable he is to be mis- 
led by it. The Artifices^ strictly so calkd, of the 
Orator, are, 

-like tricks by sleight of hand, 



Which to admire, one should not understand : 

and he who has himself been behind the scenes 
of a puppet-show, and pulled the strings by which 
the figures are moved, is not likely to be much 
affected by their performance. This is indeed 
one great recommendation of the study of Rhet- 
oric, that it furnishes the most effectual antidote 
against deception of this kind. But it is by no 
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means true that acquaintance with an Art — in 
the nobler sense of the word, — not as consisting 
in juggling tricks, — tends to diminish our sensi-* 
bility to the most excellent productions of Art. 
The greatest proficients in music are usually the 
most enthusiastic admirers of good music : the 
best Painters and Poets, and such as are best 
versed in the principles of those arts, are in gen- 
eral (when rivalry is out of the question) the most 
powerfully alSected by paintings and by poetry, 
of superior excellence. And none I believe ar^ 
more open to the impression of sound, honest, 
manly eloquence, than those who display it in 
their own compositions, and are capable of 
analyzing critically the mode in which its ef- 
fects are produced. 

A few passages will be found in the following 
pages which presuppose some acquaintance with 
Logic; but the greatest part will, I trust, be in- 
telligible to those who have not this knowledge. 
At the same time, it is implied by what I have 
said of that Science, and indeed by the very cir- 
cumstance of my having written on it, that I 
cannot but consider him as undertaking a task 
of unnecessary difficulty, who endeavours, with- 
out studying Logic, to become a thoroughly good 
argumentative writer 
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It may be thought that some apology is neces* 
sary for the frequent reference made to the trea- 
tise just mentioned, and occasionally, to some 
other works of my own. It appeared to me, 
liowever, that either of the other two alterna- 
tives would have been more objectionable; viz. 
either to omit entirely much that was needful 
for the elucidation of the subject in hand; or, to 
repeat, in the same or in other words, what had 
been already published. 

Perhaps some apology may also be thought 
necessary for the various illustrations, selected 
from several authors, or framed for the occasion, 
which occur both in the present treatise, and in 
that on Logic; and in which opinions on various 
subjects are incidentally conveyed; in all of 
which, it cannot be expected that every one of 
my readers will concur. And some may accord- 
ingly be disposed to complain that they cannot 
put these works into the hands of any young 
person under their care, without a risk of his im- 
bibing notions which they think erroneous. Tliis 
objection, I have reason to believe, has been es- 
pecially felt, though not always explicitly stated, 
by the most decidedly anti-christian writers of 
the present day. But it should be remembered, 
that Logic and RheUmc having no proper sub- 
lect-matte- of their own, it was necessary to 
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resort to other departments of knowledge for ex- 
emplifications of the principles laid down; ana 
it would have been impossible, without confining 
ihyself so the most insipid truisms, to avoid com- 
pletely all topics on which there exists any differ- 
ence of opinion. If, in the course of either work, 
I have advocated any erroneous tenet, the obvi- 
ous remedy is, to refute it. I am utterly uncon- 
scious of having in any instance resorted to the 
employment of fallacy, or substituted declamation 
for argument; but if any such faults exist, it is 
easy to expose them. Nor is it necessary that 
when any book is put into the hands of a young 
student, he should understand that he is to adopt 
implicitly every doctrine contained in it, or should 
not be cautioned against any erroneous principles 
which it may inculcate : otherwise, indeed, it 
would be impossible to give young men what is 
called a classical education, without making them 
Pagans. 

That I have avowed an assent lo the evidences 
of Christianity, (thcUj I believe, is the point on 
which the greatest soreness is felt,) and that this 
does incidentally imply some censure of those, 
who reject it, is not to be denied. But they 
again are at liberty, and they are not backward 
in using their liberty, to repel the censure, by 
refuting, if they can, those evidences. And as 
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long as they confine themselres to calm argu- 
mentation, and abstain from insult, libellous per- 
sonality, and falsification of facts, I earnestly hope 
no force will ever be employed to silence them, 
except force of argument. I am not one of those 
jealous lovers of freedom who would fain keep 
it all to themselves; nor do I dread ultimate 
danger to the cause of truth from fair discussion. 
It may be objected by some, that in the fore- 
going words I have put forth a challenge which 
cannot be accepted ; inasmuch as it has been 
declared by the highest legal authorities, that 
"Christianity is part of the Law of the Land;'' 
and consequently any one who impugns it, 
is liable to prosecution. What is the precise 
meaning of the above legal maxim, I do not pro- 
fess to determine ; having never met with any 
one who could explain it to me : but evidently 
the mere circumstance, that we have a Religion 
by Law established, does not, of itself, imply the 
illegality of arguing against that Religion. The 
regulations of Trade and of Navigation, for in- 
stance, are unquestionably part of the Law of the 
Land; but the question of their expediency is 
freely discussed, and frequently in no very meas- 
ured language ; nor did I ever hear of any one's 
being menaced with prosecution for censuring 
them. 
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I presume not however to decide what steps 
might, legally, be taken ; I am looking only to 
facts and probabilities; and I feel a confident 
trust, as well as hope, (and that, founded on 
experience of the past,) that no legal penalties 
will, in fact, be incurred by temperate, decent, 
argumentative maintainers even of the most 
erroneous opinions. 

I have only to add my acknowledgements to 
those friends for whose kind and Judicious sug- 
gestions I am so much indebted ; and to assure 
them, that whatever may be the public reception 
of the work, I shall never cease to feel flattered 
and obliged by the diligent attention they have 
bestowed on it. 
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INTRODUCTION. 

§ 1. 

Of Rhetoric various definitions have heed pven by 
different writers; who, however, seem not so 
much to have disagreed In their conceptions hMom of 
of die nature of the same thing, as to have had 
different tilings in view while they employed the same 
term. Not only the v/ord Rhetoric itself, but also 
those used in defining it, have been taken in various 
senses; as m^y be observed with respect to die word 
" Art " in Cic. de Oral, where a discussion is intro- 
duced as to the applicability of that term to Rhetoric; 
manifesdy turning on the different senses in which 
" Art " may be understood. 

To enter into an examination of all the definitions 
that have been given, would lead to much uninterest- 
ing and uninstructive verbal controversy. It is suffi- 
cient to put the reader on his guard against the com- 
mon error of supposing that a general term has some 
real object, properly corresponding to it, independent 
of our conceptions; — that, consequentiy, some one 
defimti(»i is to be found which will comprehend every 
thing that is righdy designated by that term; — and 
I 
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that all others must be erroneous: whereas, in fact, 
it will often happen, as in the present instance, that 
both the wider, and the more restricted sense of a 
term, will be alike sanctioned by use, (the only com- 
petent audiority,) and that the consequence will be a 
corresponding variation in the definitions employed; 
none of which perhaps may be fairly chargeable with 
error, though none can be framed that will apply to 
every acceptation of the term. 

It is evident that in its primary signification. Rheto- 
ric had reference to public Speaking alone, as its 
etymology implies: but as most of the roles for speak- 
ing are of course applicable equally to Wntmg, an 
extension of the term naturally took place; and we 
find even Aristotle, the earliest systematic writer on 
the subject whose works have come down to us, in- 
cluding in his Treatise rules for such compositions 
as were not intended to be publicly recited.* And 
even as far as relates to Speeches, properly so called, 
he takes, in the same Treatise, at one time, a wider, 
and at another, a more restricted view of the subject; 
including under the term Rhetoric, in the opening of 
Ms work, nothing beyond the finding of topics of Per- 
suasion, as far as regards the matter of what is spo- 
ken; and afterwards embracbg the consideration of 
Style, Arrangement, and Delivery. 

The invention of Printing,! by extending the 

* Aristot. Rhet. book iii. 

t Or rather of Paper ; for the invention of printing is too obvious 
not to have speedily followed^ in a literary nation, the introduction 
of a paper sufficiently cheap to make the art available. Indeed the 
•seals of the ancients seem to have been a kind of stamps, with which 
they in fact printed their names. 
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sphere of operation of the Writer, has of course con- 
tributed to the extension of those terms which, in their 
primary s^nification, had reference to Speaking alone. 
Many objects are now accomplished through the me- 
dium of the Press, which formerly came under the 
exclusive province of the Orator; and the qualifica- 
tions requisite for success are so much the same in 
both cases, that we apply the term " Eloquent ** as 
readily to a Writer as to a Speaker;- though, etymo- 
logically considered, it could only belong to the latter. 
Indeed ^' Eloquence " is often attributed even to such 
compositions, e. g. Historical works, as have m view 
an object entirely different firom any that could be 
proposed by an Orator ; because some part of the 
rules to be observed in Oratory, or rules analogous 
to these, are applicable to such compositions. Con- 
formably to this view therefore, some writers have 
spoken of Rhetoric as the Art of Composition, uni- 
versally; or, with the exclusion of Poetry alone,^ as 
embracing all Prose-composition. 

A still wider extension of the province of Rhetoric 
has been contended for by some of the ancient wri 
ters; who, thinking it necessary to include, as belong- 
ing to the Art, every thing that could conduce to the 
attainment of the object proposed, introduced into 
their systems Treatises on Law, Morals, Politics, &c. 
on the groimd that a knowledge of these subjects was 
requisite to enable a man to speak well on them: and 
even insisted on Virtue^ as an essential qualification of 
a perfect Orator; because a good character, which 

* See Quinctilian. 
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can in no way be so surely established as by deserv- 
ing it, has great wei^t mth the audience. 

These notions are combated by Aristode ; who at- 
tributes them either to the ill-cultivated 

Aristotle's !• / • 

eonsiireofhis Understanding (daa«oeva/a) of those who mam- 

predecessora. *=* ^ ' 

tained them, or to their arrc^ant and pre- 
tending disposition, ^XaXprela ; i. e. a desire to extol 
and magnify the Art they professed. In the present 
day, the extravagance of such doctrines is so apparent 
to most readers, that it would not be worth while to 
take much pains m refuting them. It is worthy of 
remark however, that the very same erroneous view 
is, even now, often taken of Logic ; * which has been 
consid^^d by some as a kmd of sjrstem of universal 
knowledge, on the ground that Argument may be em- 
ployed on all subjects, and diat no one can argue well 
on a subject which he does not understand ; and 
which has been complained of by others for not sup- 
plying any such universal instruction as its unskilfid 
advocates have placed vrithin its provmce ; such as 
in fact no one Art or System can possibly afford. 

The error is precisely the same in respect of Rhet- 
oric and of Logic ; both being instrumental arts ; and, 
as such, applicable to various kinds of subject-matter, 
which do not properly come under them. 

So judicious an author as Quinctilian would not have 
failed to perceive, had he not been carried away by 
an inordinate veneration for his own Art, that as the 
possession of building materials is no part of the art of 
Architecture, though it is impossible to build without 
materials, so, the knowledge of the subjects on which 

* Element*) of Logic, Introd. 
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the Orator is to speak, constitutes no part of the art 
of Rhetoric, though it be . essential to its successful 
employment ; and that though virtue, and the good 
reputation it procures, add materially to the Speak- 
er's influence, they are no more to be, for that reason, 
considered as belonging to the Orator, as such, than 
wealth, rank, or a good person, which manifesdy haye 
a tendency to produce the same eSecU 

In the present day however^ the province of Rhet- 
oric, in the widest acceptation that would Ext»eine« in 
be reckoned admissible, comprehends all [i|fn*Mdez. 
" Composition in Frose ; " m the narrow- Sr^rS^nce 
est sense, it would be linuted to *' Persuasive °^*"***®^*- 
Speaking." 

I propose m the presait work to adopt a middle 
course between these two extreme points ; objaetortiia 
and to treat of Argumentative Composifionj um. 
generally, and exclusively ; considering Rhetoric (in 
conformity with the very just and philosophical view 
of Aristotle) as an ofif-shoot from Logic. 

I remarked in treating of that Science, that Reason- 
mg may be considered as applicable to two purposes, 
which I ventured to designate respectively by the 
terms " Inferring," and '•• Proving ; " i. e. the ascer^ 
tainment of the trudi by investigation, and the estab 
liahment of it to the satisfaction of anotfUr : and I 
diere remarked, that Bacon, in his Organon^ has laid 
down rules for the conduct of the former of these 
processes, and that the latter belongs to the 
province of Rhetoric : and it was added, that .nli RhSiwie 
to infer is to be regarded as the proper office *^°""p*""*^ 
of the Philosopher, or the Judge ; — to prove, of 
1* 
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ihe Advocate. It is not however to be understood 
lliat Philosophical works are to be excluded from the 
class to which Rhetorical rules are applicable ; for the 
Philosopher who undertakes, by writing or speaking, 
to convey his notions to others, assumes, for the time 
being, the character of Advocate of the doctrines he 
iQ^tains. The process of itwestigatian must be sup- 
posed completed, and certain conclusions arrived at 
by that process, before he begins to uxqpart his ideas 
to others in a treatise or lecture ; the object of which 
must of course be to prove the justness of those con- 
clusions. And in domg this, he will not always find 
it expedient to adhere to the same course of reason- 
ing by which his own discoveries were originally 
made ; other arguments may occur to hhn afterwards, 
more clear, or more concise, or better adapted to the 
understanding of those he addresses. In ex|^atning 
therefore, and establishing the truths he may often 
have occasion for rules of a different kind from those 
employed in its discovery. Accordingly, when I re- 
marked, in the work above alluded to, that it is a com- 
mon fault, for those engaged in Philosophical and 
Thedo^cal inqudries, to forget their own peculiar 
office, and assume that of the Advocate, improperly, 
this caution is to be understood as applicable to die 
process of forming their own opinions ; not, as exclud- 
ing them from advocating by all fair arguments, die 
conclu«ons at which they have arrived by candid in- 
vestigation. But if this candid investigation do not 
take place in the first mstsmce, no pains that they may 
bestow in searching for arguments, will have any ten- 
dency to ensure their attainment of tnith. If a man 
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begins (as is too plainly a frequent mode of proceed- 
ing) by hastily adqpdxig, or strongly leaning to some 
opinion, which smts his inclinatioa, or which is sanc- 
tioned by some authority that he blindly venerates, 
and then studies with the utmost diligence, not as an 
Investigator of Truth, but as an Advocate labouring 
to prove his point, his talents and' bis researches, 
whatever effisct they may produce in making converts 
to his notions, will avsdl nothing in enlightening his 
own judgment, azul securing him from error. 

Composition however, of die Argumentative kind, 
may be considered (as has be^n above stated) as com- 
ii^ under the province of Rhetoric, And tliis view 
of the subject is the less open to objection, inasmuch 
as it is not likely to lead to discussions that can be 
deemed superfluous, even by those who may choose 
to consider Rhetoric in the most restricted sense, as 
relating only to *' Persuasive Speaking; " since it is 
evident that ArgufMnt must be, m most cases at least, 
the basis of Persuasion. 

I propose then to treat, first »id principally, of 
the Discovery of Areniments, and of their pi»nofth« 

•^ *^ present Trea- 

Arrangement; secondly, to lay down some tue. 
Rules respecting the excitement and management 
of the Passions, with a view to the attainment of 
any object proposed, — principally, Persuasion, m 
the strict sense, i. e. the influencing of the Will; 
fliirdly, to offer some remarks on Style; and fourthly, 
to treat of Elocution. 
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§2. 

It may be expecttJ that, before I proceed to treat 
History of of ^^6 Art in question, I should present the 
Rhotoric reader mth a sketch of its history. Little 
however is required to be said on this head, because the 
present is not one of those branches of study in which 
we can trace with interest a progressive improvement 
from age to age. It is one, on the contrary, to which 
more attention appears to have been paid, and in which 
greater pro6ciency is supposed to have been made, in 
the earliest days of Science and Literature, than at any 
subsequent period. Amone the ancients, Aris- 

Arlbtolle. , \ ,. , , 

totle, the earnest whose works are extant, may 
safely be pronounced to be abo the best, of the sys- 
tematic writers on Rhetoric. Cicero is hardly 

Cicero. "^ 

to be reckoned among the number; for he 
deUghted so much more m the practice than in the the- 
ory of his art, that he is perpetually drawn off from the 
rigid Philosophical analysis of its principles, into discur- 
sive declamations, always eloquent indeed, and often 
highly interesting, but adverse to regularity of system, 
and frequendy as unsatisfactory to the practical student 
as to the Philosopher. He abounds indeed with excel- 
lent practical remarks, though the best of them are scat- 
tered up and down his works with much irregularity; 
but his precepts, though of great weight, as being the 
result of experience, are not often traced up by him to 
first principles; and we are frequendy left to guess, not 
only on what basis liis rules are grounded, but in what 
cases they are applicable. Of this latter defect a re- 
markable instance will be hereafter cited. 
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Quinctilian is bdeed a systematic writer; but can- 
not be considered as havinc much extended 

^ . OttineUliaB. 

the Philosophical views of his predecessors in 
this department. He possessed much good sense, but 
this was tinctured with pedantry ; — with that AXa^orFta 
as Aristotle calls it, which extends to an extravagant 
degree the province of the Art which he professes. A 
great part of Ms work indeed is a Treatise on education 
generally; in the conduct of* which he was no mean 
proficient; for such was the importance attached to 
public speaking, even long after the downfall of the Re- 
public had cut off the Orator from the hopes of attaining, 
through the means of this qualification, the highest po- 
litical importance, that he who was nominally a Profes- 
sor of Rhetoric, had in fact the most important branches 
of instruction intrusted to his care. 

Many valuable maxims however are to be found in 
this author; but he wanted the profundity of thought 
and power of analysis which Aristotle possessed. 

The writers on Rhetoric among the ancients whose 
works are lost, seem to bave been mmierous ; but most 
of them appear to have confined themselves to a very 
narrow view of the subject ; and to have been occupied, 
as Aristotle complains, with the minor details of style 
and arrangement, and m&i the sophistical tricks and 
petty artifices of the Pleads, mstead of giving a mas- 
terly and comprehensive^sketch.of the essentials. 

Among the modems, few writers of ability have 
turned dieir thoughts to the subject; and but little has 
been added, either in respect of matter, or of system, 
to what the ancients have left us. It were 

. CampbeU* 

most unjust however to leuve unnoticed Dr. 
Campbell's Philosophy of Rhetoric : a work which 
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does not enjoy indeed so high a degree of popular favour 
as Dr. Blair's, but is incomparably superior to it, not 
only in depth of thought and mgenious original research, 
but also in practical utility to the student. The title of 
Dr. Campbell's work has perhaps deterred many read- 
ers, who have concluded it to be more abstruse and 
less popular in its character than it really is. Amidst 
much however that is readily understood by any 
moderately intelligent reader, there is much also that 
calls for some exertion of thought, which the mdolence 
of most readers refuses to bestow. And it must be 
owned that he also in some mstances perplexes his rea- 
ders by being perplexed himself, and bewildered in the 
discussion of questions through which he does not clear- 
ly see his way. His great defect, which not only leads 
him into occasional errors, but leaves many of his best 
ideas but imperfecdy developed, is his ignorance and 
utter misconception of the nature and object of Logic; 
on which some remarks were made m my treatise on that 
Science. Rhetoric being in truth an off-shoot of Logic, 
that Rhetorician must labour under great disadvantages 
who is not only ill-acquainted with that system, but 
also utterly imconscious of his deficiency. 

§ 3. 
From a general view of the history of Rhetoric, two 
questions naturally suggest themselves, which on exam- 
bation will be found very closely connected together: 
first, what is the cause of the carefiil and extensive 
cultivation, among the ancients, of an Art which die 
modems have comparatively n^lected; and secondly, 
whether the former or the latter are to be regarded as 
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the wiser in this respect; — in other words, whether 
Rhetoric be worth any diligent cultivation. 

With regard to the first of these questions, the answer 
generally riven is, that the nature of the Gov- Assiduoua 

° ^ ^ ' , . ^ calUvaUon 

ernment in the ancient democratical States caus- ^ Rhetoric 

bv rhe an- 

ed a demand for public speakers, and for such <^»nu. 
speakers as should be able to gain influence not only 
with educated persons in dispassionate deliberation, but 
with a promiscuous multitude; and accordin^y it is re- 
marked, that the extinction of liberty brought with it, or 
at least brought after it, the decline of Eloquence; as is 
justly remarked (though in a courtly form) by the au- 
thor of the dialogue on Oratory, which passes under the 
name of Tacitus: " Quid enim opus est longis in Sena- 
tu sententiis^ cum optimi cito consentiant'f quid^ multis 
apud populum concionibusy cum de Republicd nan im- 
periti et multi deliberenty sed sapientissimusy et unus9 " 
This account of the matter is undoubtedly correct as 
far as it goes; but the importance of public-speaking is 
so great, in our own, and all other countries that are not 
under a despotic Government, that the apparent neglect 
of the study of Rhetoric seems to require some further 
explanation. Part of this explanation may be supplied 
by the consideration, that the difference in this respect 
between the ancients and ourselves is not so 
great in reality as in appearance. When the iI2fre« Jl^tu! 
only way of addressing the public was by ora- JJJ.*'" '*^^' 
tions, and when all political measures were de- 
bated in popular assemblies, the characters of Orator, 
Author, and Politician, almost entirely comcided; he 
who would communicate his ideas to the world, or would 
gain political power, and carry his legislative schemes in- 
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to effect, was necessarily a Speaker; since, as Pericles is 
made to remark by Thucydides, " one who forms a judg- 
ment on any point, but cannot explain lumself clearly to 
the people, might as well have never thought at all on the 
subject."* The consequence was, that almost all who 
sought, and all who professed to give, instruction, m the 
principles of Grovemment, and the conduct of judicial 
proceedings, combined these, in their minds and m their 
practice, with the study of Rhetoric, which was necessa- 
ry to give effect to all such attainments; and in time the 
Rhetorical writers (of whom Aristotle makes that com- 
plaint) came to consider the Science of Legislation and 
of Politics m general, as a part of their own Art. 

Much therefore of what was formerly studied under 
the name of Rhetoric, is still, under other names, as gen- 
erally and as diligently studied as ever. 

It cannot be denied however that a great difference, 
though less, as I have scud, than might at first sight ap- 
pear, does exist between the ancients and the modems 
in this point; — that what is strictly and properly called 
Rhetoric, is much less studied, at least less systematically 
studied, now, than formerly. Perhaps tUs also may be in 
some measure accounted for from the circton- 
rbetoricai stauccs which have been just noticed. Such is 

studies , ,. .11 • . !• T»i 

among the the distrust excitcd by any suspicion of Rhetor- 
moderns. . , .^ , , . , 
ical artifice, that every speaks or wnter who 

is anxious to carry his point, endeavours to disown or to 

keep out of sight any superiority of skill; and wishes to 

be considered as relying rather on the strength of his 

cause, and the soundness of his views, than on his inge- 

• Thucydides, book ii. 
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nuity and expertness as sui advocate. Hence it is, that 
even diose who have paid the greatest and the most suc- 
cessful attention to the study of Composition and of El- 
ocution, are so far from encouragbg others by example 
or recommendaticm to engage in the same pursuit, that 
they labour rather to conceal and disavow their own pro- 
ficiency; and thus, theoretical rules are decried, even 
by those who owe the most to them. Whereas among 
the ancients, the same cause did not, for tlie reasons 
lately mentioned, operate to the 'same extent; since, 
however careful any speaker might be to disown the ar- 
tifices of Rhetoric properly so called, he would not be 
ashamed to acknowledge himself, generally, a student, or 
a proficient, in an Art which was understood to include 
the elements of Political wisdom. 

§4. 
With regard to the other question proposed, viz. 
concerning the utility of Rhetoric, it is to be utility of 
observed that it divides itself into two; first, ^*'®^"®- 
whedier Oratorical skill be, on the whole, a public bene- 
fit, or evil; and secondly, whether any artificial system 
of Rules is conducive to the attainment of that skill. The 
former of these questions was eagerly debated among 
the ancients; on the latter but little doubt seems to 
have existed. With us, on the contrary, the state of 
these questions seems nearly reversed. It seems gen- 
erally admitted that skill in Composition and in Speak- 
ing, liable as it evidently is to abuse, is to be considered, 
on the whole, as advanti^eous to the public; because 
that liability to abuse is neither m this, nor in any other 
case, to be considered as conclusive against the utility of 
2 
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' any kind of art, faculty, or profession; — because the 
evil effects of misdirected power, require that equal pow- 
ers should be arrayed on the opposite side; — and be- 
cause truth, having an intrinsic superiority over falsehood, 
may be expected to prevail when the skill of the con- 
tending parties is equal; which will be the more h'kely 
to take place, the more widely such skill is difiused. 
But many, perhaps most persons, are inclined to the 
opinion that Eloquence, either in writing or speaking, is 
either a natural gift, or, at least, is to be acquired by 
mere practice, and is not to be attained or improved by 
any system of rules. And this opinion is favoured not 
least by those (as has been just observed) whose own 
experience would enable them to decide very different- 
ly; and it certainly seems to be in a great degree prac- 
ticaDy adopted. Most persons, if not left entirely to the 
disposal of chance in respect of this branch of education, 
are at least left to acquire what they can by practice^ 
such as school or college exercises afford, without much 
care being taken to initiate them systematically into the 
principles of the Art; and that, frequently, not so much 
from negligence in the conductors of education, as from 
their doubts of the utility of any such regular system. 

It certainly must be admitted, that rules not construct- 
ed on broad Philosophical principles, are more likely to 
cramp than to assist the operations of our faculties; — 
that a pedantic display of technical skill is more detri- 
mental in this than in any other pursuit, since by excit- 
ing distrust, it counteracts the very purpose of it; — 
that a system of rules imperfectly comprehended, or not 
familiarized by practice, will (while tliat continues to be 
the case (prove rather an impediment tlian a help; as 
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indeed will be found in all other Arts likewise ; — and 
that no system can be expected to equalize men whose 
natural powers are different : but none of these conces- 
sions at all invalidate the positions of Aristode ; that 
some succeed better than others in explaining their opin- 
ions, and bringing over others to them ; and that, not 
merely by superiority of natural gifts, but by acquired 
hdifii ; and that consequently if we can discover the 
causes of this superior success, — ^the means by which 
the desired end is attained by all who do attain it, — ^we 
shall be in possession of rules capable of general applica- 
tion: oTte^ iatif says he, tex^r^g %q^ov.^ Exp^ence so 
plainly evinces, what indeed we mi^t naturally be led 
antecedendy to conjecture, that a right judgment on any 
subject is not necessarily accompanied by skill in effect- 
ing conviction, — nor the ability to discover truth, by a 
faciUty in explaining it, — that it might be matter ot 
wonder how any doubt should ever have existed as to 
the possibility of devising, and the utility of employing, 
a System of Rules for ^' Argumentative Composition," 
gen^sUy, distinct from any system conversant about the 
subject-matter of each Composition. 

k is probable that the existmg prejudices on this sub- 
ject may be traced in great measure to the imperfect or 
incorrect notions of some writers, who have either confin- 
ed their attention to trifling minuti» of style, or at least 
have in some respect lailed to take a sufEci^idy compre- 
hensive vie^ of the principles of the Art. One distinc- 
tion especially is to be clearly laid down and carefully 
borne in mind by those who would form a correct 4dea 
of those principles ; viz. the distinction already nodced 

*Rket. book i. ch. 1. 
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m the Elements of Logic, between an Art, and the Art. 
" Jtn Art of Reasoning " would imply, " a Method or 
Systen^ of Rules by the observance of which one may 
Reason ccMrrectly; " " the Art of Reasoning *' 
fySSdly*. would imply a System of Rules to which every 
^mp"S "** one does conform (whether knowingly or not) 
nauia pow- ^^^ reasous correcdy : and such is Logic, con- 
sidered as an Art. In like manner '^ an Art 
of ComposidoQ " would imply " a System of Rules by 
which a good Con^josition may be produced; " " the 
Art of Composition," — ^^ such rules as every good Com- 
position must co]xf(»m to," whether the author of it had 
them in his mind or not. Of the former character ap- 
pear to have been (among others) many of the Logical 
and Rhetorical Systems of Aristotle's predecessors in 
those departments: he himself evidently takes the other 
and more Philosophicsd view of both branches : as ap- 
pears (in the case of Rhetoric) both from the plan he sets 
' out with, that of investigating the causes of the success 
of all who do succeed in effecting conviction, and from 
several passages occurring in various parts of his Treatise, 
which indicate how sedulously he was on his guard to 
conform to that plan. Those who have not attended 'to 
the important d&tinclion just alluded to, are often dis- 
posed to feel wonder, if not weariness, at his reiterated 
remarks, that ^' all men effect persuasion either in this 
way or m that; '* " it is impossible to attam such and 
such an object m any other way; " &c. which doubdess 
were intended to remind his readers of thie nature of his 
design; viz. not to teach an Art of Rlietoric, but the 
Art; — not to instruct them merdy how ccmviction 
might be produced, but how it must. 
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If this distinction were carefully kept in view by the 
teacher and by the learner of Rhetoric, we should no 
longer hear complaints of the natural powers being fet- 
tered by the formalities of a System; since no such com- 
plamt can lie against a System whose Rules are drawn 
from the invariable practice of all who succeed in attain- 
ing their proposed object. 

No one would expect that the study of Sir Joshua 
Reynolds's lectures would cramp the genius of the pain- 
ter. No one cmiplains of the rules of Grammar as fet- 
tering Language; because it is understood that correct 
use is not foimded on Grammar, but Grammar on cor- 
rect use. A just system of L<^c or of Rhetoric is anal- 
ogous, m thb respect, to Ghrammar. 

§ 6. 

The chief reason probably for the existing prejudice 
against technical systems of Composition, is to 
be foimd in the cramped, meagre, and feeble compotu 
character of most of such essays, &c. as are 
avowedly composed according to the rules of any such 
system. It should be remembered however, in the first 
place, that these are almost invariably the productions of 
learners; it bemg usual for those who have attained profi- 
ciency, either to write without thinking of any rules, or to 
be de^rous, (as has been ssdd,) and by their increased ex- 
pertness, able, to conceal their employment of art. Now 
it b not fair to judge of the value of any system of rules, 
those of a drawmg-master for instance, from the first 
awkward sketches of tyros in the art. 

Still less would it be fair to judge of one system, from 
the ill-success of another, whose rules were framed (as 
2* 
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is the case with those ordinarily laid down for the use 
of students in Composition) on narrow, unphilosophical, 
and erroneous principles. 

But the circumstance which has mainly tended to pro- 
Difficulty in ^"^® ^® complaint alluded to, is, that in th» 
{fon*?f™SJj: case, the reverse takes place of the plan pursu- 
*^*^* ed in the learning of other arts; in which it is 

usual to begin, for the sake of practice, with what is 
easiest; here, on the conlar&ry, the tyro has usually a 
harder task assigned him, and one in which he is less 
likely to succeed, than he will meet with in the actual 
business of life. For it is undeniable that it is much the 
most difficult to find either propositions to miuntaift', or = 
arguments to prove them — to know, in short; what to 
say, or how to say it — on any subject on which one has 
hardly any information, and no interest; about which he 
knows little, and cares still less. 

Now the subjects usually proposed for School or Col- 
lege exercises are (to the learners themselves) precisely 
of this description* And hence it commonly happens^ 
that an exercise composed with diligent care by a young 
student, though it will have cost him far more pains than 
a real letter written by him to his friends, on subjects 
that interest him, will be very greatly inferior to it. On 
the real occasions of after life, (I mean, when the object 
proposed is, not to fill up a sheet, a book, or an hour, 
but to comnmnicate his thoughts, to convince, or per- 
suade,) — on these real occasions, for which such exer- 
cises were designed to prepare him, he will find that he 
writes both better and with more facility, than on the 
artificial occasion, as it may be called, of composing- a 
declamation; — that he has hem attempting to learn the 
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easier, by practising the harder. But what is worse, it 
will often hsqppen that such exercises will have 
formed a habit of stringing together empty miMnf from 
common-places, and vapid declamations, — of 
multiplying words and spreading out the matter thin,-~of 
composmg in a stiff^ artificial, and frigid manner: and that 
this habit will more or less clmg through life to one who 
has been thus trained, and wiU infect ail his future com* 
positions* 

So strongly, it should seem, was Milton impressed with 
a sense of this danger, diat he was led to condemn the 
use altogether of exercises in ConqxMition. In this 
opinion he stands perhaps alone among all writers on ed- 
ucatioh. I should perhaps agree with him, r£ there were 
absolutely no other remedy for the evil in question; for 
I-am mclined to think that this part of education^ if con- 
ducted as it c^Len is, does in g^eral more harm than 
good. 

But I am convinced, that practice in Composition, 
both foi' boys and yoimg men, may be so conducted as 
to be productive of many and most essential advantages* 

The obvious and the- only preventive of the evib which 
I have been speaking of is, a most scrupulous selection or 
care in the selection of such aubjecfs for ex- ■"*'J**^**' 
ercises as are likely to be itUeresting to the student, and 
on which be has, or n^ay (with pleasure, and without 
much toil) acquire, sufficient ' information. Such subjects 
will of course vary, according to the leader's age and m 
tellectual advancement; but they bad better be rather 
below, thaA much above him; that is, they should never 
be such as to induce him to string together vi^e gener- 
al expressions, conveying no distinct ideas to his own 
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mmd, and second-hand sentiments which he does not 
feel. He may freely transplant indeed from other writ- 
ers such thoughts as will take root in the soil of his own 
mmd; but he must never be tempted to collect dried 
•specimens. He must also be encouraged to express 
himself (in correct language indeed, but) in a free, natu- 
ral, and simple style; which of course implies (constd- 
ermg who and wjbat the writer is supposed to be) such a 
style as, m itself, would be open to severe criticism, and 
certainly very unfit to appear in a book. 

Compositions on such subjects, and in such a style, 
would probably be regarded with a disdainful ey«, as pue- 
rile, by tliose accustomed to the opposite mode of teaching. 
But it should be remembered that the compositions of boys 
must be jpuerile, in one way or the other: and to a per- 
son of unsophisticated and sound taste, the truly con- 
temptible kmd of puerility would be found in the other 
kind of exercises. Look at the letter of an intelligent 
youth to one of his companions j communicating intelli- 
gence of such petty matters as are interesting to both — 
describing the scenes he has visited, and the recreations 
he has enjoyed, -durmg a vacation; and you will see a 
picture of the youth himself — boyish indeed in looks 
and in stature — in dress and demeanour; but lively, 
unfettered, natural, giving a fair promise for manhood, 
and, in short, what a boy should be. Look at a theme 
composed by the same youth, on "Virtus est medium 
vitiorum," or " Natura beatis omnibus esse dedit,** and 
you will see a picture, of the same boy, dressed up in 
the garb, and absurdly aping the demeanour, of an elder- 
ly man. Our ancestors (and still more recently, I be- 
lieve, the continental nations) were guilty of the absur- 
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dity of dressing up children in wigs, iswords, htige buc- 
kles, hoops, rufflies, and all the ebborate fuU-ckessed finer3r 
of grown up people of that day.* It is surely reasona- 
ble that the analogous absurdity in greater matten^ also, 
among the rest in that part of ed^cBti<»i I am speaking 
pf^ shoidd be laid aside; and ibat we shoukl in all points 
consider what is appropriate to each difiereht period 
of life. 

The suligects for Cempositioii tobe selected on the prin- 
ciple r am reconomen&ig, will generaSjr fall 
under one of three classes: fir^t, subjects drawn lofajects for 
fitnn the studies the learner is engaged iii; r^ 
lating^ foi" instance, to the characters or mcidents of any 
history he may be reading; and sometimes, perhaps,, 
leading him to forestall by conjecture, something which 
he will hbreafter come to, in the book itself: secondly, 
subjects drawn from any conversation lie may have lis- 
tened to (wUh interest) from his seniors, whether ad- 
dressed to himself, or between each other: or, thirdly, 
relating to the amusements, &miliar occurrences, and 
eveiy-day transactions, which are likely to have formed 
the topics of easy conversation among his familiar friends. 
The student should not be confined too exclusively to 
any one of these three* clashes of subjects. They should 
be intermingled in as much variety as possible. And 
the teacher should frequently recall to his own mind 
these two considerations; first, that since the benefit 
proposed does not consist in the intrmsic value of the 
composition, but m the exercise to the pupil's mind, it 
matters not how insignificant the subject may be, if it will 

* See ** Sandford and Merton/' passim. 
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but interest him, and thereby afford him such exercise; 
secondly, that the younger and backwarder each student 
b, the more unfit he will be for abstract speculations; 
and the less remote must be the subjects proposed firom 
those individual objects and occurrences which always 
form the first beginnings of the furniture of the youthful 
mind.* 

If the system which I have been recommending be 
pursued, with the addition of sedulous care in correction — 
encouragement firom the teacher — and inculcation of 
such general rules as each occasion calls for; then, and 
not otherwisBj Exercises in Composition will be of the 
most important and lastmg advantage, not only in re- 
spect of the object immediately proposed, but in produc- 
ing clearness of thought, and in givmg play to all the 
faculties. And if this branch of education be thus con- 
ducted, then, and not othenoise, the greater part of the 
present treatise will, it is hoped, be found, not much less 
adapted to the use of those who are writing for practice- 
sake, than of those engaged in meeting the occasions of 
real life. 

* For some farther observations bearing on the same point, see Part 
ir. ch. vi. § 2. See also some yaluable remarks on the subject in 
Mr. Hill's ingenious work on Public Education. 



PART I. 

OF THE INTENTION, ARRANGEMENT, AND INTRODUCTION 
OF PROPOSITIONS AND ARGUMENTS. 
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CHAP. I. 

Of Propositions. 

'f It was remarked in the Treatise on Logic, that in the 
procesa of InvestigaHon properly so called, 

. 1. 1 1.1. 1 J. Inquliy after 

VIZ. that by which we endeavour to discover Troth and 
Truth, it must of course be uncertain to him who "»•»«■ ^in- 

■ ^ ^ gttiahod. 

is entering on that process, what the conclusion 
will be, to which his researches will lead; but that in the 
process of conveying truth to others, hj reasoning, (i. e. 
that which according to the view I have at present taken 
may be termed the Rhetorical process,) the conclusion or 
conclu^ons which are to be established must be present to 
the mind of him who is conducting the Argument, and 
whose business is to find Proofs of a given proposition. 

It is evident therefore, that the first step to be taken 
by him is to lay down distinctly in his own mind the 
proposition or propositions to be proved. It might in- 
deed at first sight appear superfluous even to mention 
so obvious a rule; but experience shews that it is by no 
means uncommon for a young or ill-instructed writer to . 
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content himself with such a vague and indistinct view of 
the point he is to aim at, that the whole train of his rea- 
soning is m consequence affected with a corresponding 
perplexity, obscurity, and looseness. It may be worth 
while therefore to give some hints for the conduct of this 
preliminary process, — the choice of propositions* Not, 
of course, that I am supposbg the author to be in dolibt 
what opinion he shall adopt: the process of Investigation 
(which does not fall within the province of Rhetoric) 
being supposed to be concluded; but still there will 
often be room for deliberation as to the form in which an 
opinion shall be stated, and, when several propositions 
are to be maintained, in what order they shall be placed. 
On this head therefore I shall proceed to propose some 
rules: after havine premised (in order to antici- 

Conviction , . . , , i_. i • i. 

andinttruc pate some objectioDs or doubts which might 
arise) one remark relative to the object to be 
effected. This is, of cowse, what may be called, m the 
widest sense of the word. Conviction; but under that term 
are comprehended, first, what is strictly called Instruct 
Hon; and, secondly. Conviction in the narrower sense; 
1. e. the Conviction of those who ore either of a contra- 
ry opinion to the one maintained, or who are in doubt 
whether to adnut or deny it. By Instruction, an the other 
hand, is commonly meant the conviction of those who 
have neither formed an opinion on the subject, nor are 
deliberatmg whether to adopt or reject the proposition in 
quesdon, but are merely desirous of ascertaining what is 
die truth in respect of the case before ^them. The former 
are supposed to have before their minds the terms of the 
proposition maintained, and are called upon to con- 
sider whether that particular proposition be true or false; 
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the latter are not supposed to know the terms of the 
conclusion, but to be enquiring uohat proposition is to be 
received as true. /The former may be described in logi- 
cal language, as doubting respectmg the Copula; the 
latter, respectmg the Predicate. It is evident that the 
speaker or writer is, relatively to these last, (though not 
to himself,) conductbg a process of Investigation; as is 
plain from what has been said of that subject, in the 
treatise on Logic. 

The- distinction between these two objects gives rise 
in some points to corresponding differences in the mode 
of procedure, which will be noticed hereafter; these 
differences however are not sufficient to require that 
Rhetoric should on that account be divided into two 
distinct branches; since, generally speaking, though not 
universally, the same rules will be serviceable for attain- 
ing each of these objects. "^ 

§2. 

The first step is, as I have observed, to lay down (in 
the author's mind) the proposition or propositions to be 
maintained^ clearly, and in a suitable form. 

He who strictly observes this rule, and who is thus 
brought to view steadily the point he is aiming at, will 
be kept clear, in a great degree, of some common faults 
of young writers; viz. entering on too wide a field of 
discussion, and introducing many propositions not suffi- 
ciently connected; an error which destroys the unity of 
tlie composition. This last error those are q^^ subject 
apt to fall mto, who place before themselves piJ^lnS^Sf 
a l^erm instead of a Proposition; and imag- ">"p°**'^°°- 
ine that because they are treating of one things they 
3 
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are discussing one question. In sui Ethical work, for 
instance, one may be treating of virtue^ while discus-> 
sing all or any of these questions; " Wherem virtue 
consists?" " Whence our notions of it arise?" "Whence 
it denves its obligation?" &c. but if these questions 
were confusedly blended together, or if all of them were 
treated of, within a short compass, the most just remarks 
and forcible arguments would lose their interest and their 
utility, m so perplexed a composition. 

Nearly akin to this fault is the other just mentioned, 
that of entering on too wide a field for the lengtli of the 
work; by which means the writer is confined to barren 
and uninteresting generalities; as e. g. general exhor- 
tations to virtue (conveyed, of course, in very general 
terms) m the space of a discourse only of sufiicient 
length to give a characteristic description of some one 
branch of duty, or of some one particular motive to 
Copiousness the practice of it. Unpractised composers 
nished by'^a are apt to fancy that they shall have the 

restricted •, ^ j> 

view. greater abundance of matter, the wider extent 

of subject they comprehend; but experience shews that 
the reverse is the fact: the more general and exten- 
sive view will often suggest nothing to the mind but 
vague and trite remarks, when, upon narrowing the field 
of discussion, many interesting questions of detail pre- 
sent themselves. Now a writer who is accustomed to 
state to himself precisely, in the first instance, the conclu- 
sions to which he is tending, will be the less likely to 
content himself with such as consist of very general 
statements; and will often be led, even where an exten- 
sive view is at first proposed, to distribute it into several 
branches, and, waiving the discussion of the rest, to lirrH 
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hiniself to the full developement of one or two; and 
thus applying, as it were, a microscope to a small space, 
will present to the view much that a wider survey would 
not have exhibited. 

§ 3. 
It may be useful for one who is about thus to lay down 



his propositions, to ask himself these three 



Inquiry 
proposit 



after 



questions: first. What is the fact? secondly, ?«>?<»»'><"»•• 
Why (i. e. from what Cause) is it so? or, m other 
words, how is it accounted for? and thirdly, What Con- 
sequence results from it? 

The last two of these questi(xis, though they will not 
in every case suggest such answers as are stricdy to be 
caUed the Cause and the Consequence of the principal 
truth to be maintained, may, at least, often furnish such 
propositions ^ bear a somewhat similar relation to it. 

It is to be observed, that in recommending the writer 
to begin by laying down in his own mind the proposi- 
tions to be maintained, it is not meant to be implied that 
they are always to be stated first; that will depend 
upon the nature of the case; and rules will hereafter be 
given on that point. 

It is to be observed also, that by the words " Propo- 
sition " or "Assertion," throughout this Treatise, is to 
be understood some conclusion to be established for 
itself; not with a view to an ulterior conclusion: those 
propositions which are intended to serve as premises, 
being called, in allowable conformity with popular usage, 
Arguments; it being customary to argue in the enthy- 
mematic form, and to call, for brevity's sake, the ex- 
pressed premiss of an enthymeme, the argument by 
w}iich the conclusion of it is proved. 
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CHAP. II. 

Of Arguments, 

§1. 

The finding of suitable arguments to prove a given 
Proper prov- Doint, and the skilful arrancement of them, may 
oric. be considered as the immediate and proper 

pl^ovince of Rhetoric, and of that alone. The busmess 
of Logic is, as Cicero complains, to judge of arguments, 
not to invent them: (^' in inveniendis argumentis muta 
nimium est; in judicandis, nimium loquax.'* Cic. de 
Orat.) The knowledge again, in each case, of the sub- 
ject in hand, is essential; but it is evidently borrowed 
fi-om the science or system conversant about that sub- 
ject-matter, whether Politics, Theology, Law, Ethics, 
or any other. The art of addressing the feelings again, 
does not belong exclusively to Rhetoric; since Poetry 
has at least as much to do with that branch. Nor are 
tlie considerations relative to Style and Elocution con- 
fined to argumentative and persuasive compositions. 
The art of inventing and arranging Arguments is, as 
has been said, the only province that Rhetoric can claim 
entirely and exclusively. 

Arguments are divided according to several different 
prmciples; i. e. logically speaking, there are 

Various di- *^ , ,. . . ? , a , , 

vinions of several divisions of them. And these cross- 
divisions have proved a source of endless per- 
plexity to the Logical and Rhetorical student, because the 
writers on those subjects have not been aware of tliem. 
Hardly any thing perhaps has contributed so much to 
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lessen the mterest and the utility of systems of Rhetoric, 
as tlie indistinctness hence resulting. ,Ayhen in any sub- 
ject the members of a division are not opposed^ but are 
in fact members of different divisions crossmg each oth- 
er, it is manifesdy impossible to obtam any clear notion 
of the Species treated of ; nor will any labour or inge- 
nuity bestowed on the subject be of the least avail, till 
the original source of perplexity is removed; — tiU, in 
short, the cross-division is detected and ezplamed. 

Arguments then may be divided, 

First, into Irregular, and Regular, i. e. Syllogisms; 
tliese last into Categorical and Hypothetical; and the 
Categorical, into Syllogisms m the first Figure, and in 
the other Figures, &c. &c. 

Secondly, They are frequendy divided into " Moral,** 
(or " Probable,") and ''Demonstrative," (or "Neces- 
sary.") 

Thirdly, into " Direct " and " Indirect," (or reductio 
ad absurdum,) the Deictic and Elenctic of Aristode. 

Fourthly, into Arguments from "Example," from 
' " Testimony," from " Cause to Effect,'* from " Analo- 
gy," &c. &c. 

It will be perceived, on attentive exammation, that 
several of the different species just mentioned will occa- 
sionally contain each other; e. g. a Probable Argument 
may be at the same time a Categorical Argument, a Di- 
rect Argument, and an Argument from Testimony, &c.; 
this being the consequence of Arguments having been 
divided on several different principles; a circumstance so 
obvious the moment it is distinctiy stated, that I appre- 
hend such of my readers as have not been conversant in 

these studies will hardly be disposed to believe that it 

3* 
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could have been (as is the fact) generally overlooked, 
and that eminent writers should in consequence have 
been involved in inextricable confusion. I need only re« 
mind them however of the anecdote of Columbus break- 
ing the egg. That which is perfectly obvious to any 
man of common sense, as soon as it is mentioned, may 
nevertheless fail to occur, even to men of considerable 
ingenuity. 

It will also be readily perceived, on exammmg the 
Division of principles of these several divisions, that the 

Forms of < . . . 

Argumenur. Jast of them alonc is properly and strictly a di- 
vision of Jlrguments as such. The first is evidently a 
division of the Forms of stating them ; for every one 
would allow that the same Argument may be either stat- 
ed as an enth3rmeme, or brought into the strict syllogis- 
tic form; and that, either categorically or hjrpothetical- 
ly, &c., e. g. "Whatever has a beginning has a cause; 
the earth had a beginning, therefore it had a cause;" 
or, " TjTthe earth had a beginnmg, it had a cause: it had 
a beginning, " &c. every one would call the same Argu- 
ment, differently stated. This, therefore, evidently is 
not a division of Arguments as such. 

The second is plainly a division of Arguments ac- 
suhject- cording to their subject-matter^ whether Neces- 

matter of -r* i i i • • t 

Arguments, sary or Probable, certam or uncertam. In 
Mathematics, e. g. every proposition that can be stated 
is either an immutable truth, or an absurdity and self- 
contradiction ; while in human affairs the propositions 
which we assume are only true for the most part, and as 
general rules ; and in Physics, thou^ they must be true 
as long as the laws of nature remain undisturbed, the con- 
tradiction of them does not imply an absurdity ; and the 
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conclusions of course, in each case, have the same degree 
and kind of certainty with the premises. This therefore 
is properly a division, not of Arguments as such, but of 
the Propositions of which they consist. 

The third is a division of Arguments according to 
the purpose for which they are employed; PurpoMiof 
according to the intention of the reasoner; ^'«""*°'^ 
whether that be to establish "directly" (or "ostensive- 
ly") the conclusion drawn, or ("indirectly") by means 
of an absurd conclusion to disprove one of the premises: 
(i. e. to prove its contradictory:) since the alternative 
proposed in every valid Argument is, either to admit the 
conclusion, or to deny one of the premises. Now it may 
so happen that in some cases, one person will choose the 
former, and another the latter, of these alternatives. It 
is probable, e. g. that many have been mduced to admit 
the doctrine of Transubstantiation, from its clear con- 
nexion with the infallibility of the Romish Church; 
and many others, by the very same Ai^ument, have 
surrendered . their belief in that infallibility. Again, 
Berkeley and Reid seem to have alike admitted that the 
non-existence of matter was a necessary consequence of 
Locke's Theory of Ideas: but the former was hence led, 
bond fide J to admit and advocate that non-existence; 
while the latter was led by the very same Argument to 
reject the Ideal Theory. Thus, we see it is possible for 
the very same Argument to be Direct to one person, and 
Indirect to another; leading them to dilSerent results, ac- 
cording as they judge the original conclusion, or the con- 
tradictory of a premiss, to be the more probable. This, 
therefore, is not properly a division of Arguments as such, 
but a division of tlie purposes for which they are employed* 
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The fourth, which alone is properly a division of 
Dvision of Arguments as such^ and accordingly will oe 
u svch. principally treated of, is a division according to 
the "relation of the subject-matter of the premises to 
that of the conclusion." I say, " of the subject-matter," 
because the logical connexion between the premises and 
conclusion is independent of the meaning of the terms 
employed, and may be exhibited with letters of the al- 
phabet substituted for the terms ; but the relation I am 
now speaking of between the premises and conclusion, 
(and the varieties of which form the several species of Ar- 
guments,) is in respect of their subject-matter : as e. g. 
an " Argument from Cause to Effect " is so called and 
considered, in reference to the relation existing between 
the premiss, which is the Cause, and the conclusion, which 
is the Effect ; and an " Argument from Example," in like 
manner, from the relation between a known and an un- 
known instance, both belongmg to the same class. And 
it is plain that the present division, though it has a refer- 
ence to the subject-matter of the premises, is yet not a 
division o( propositions considered by themselves, (as in 
the case with the division into "probable" and "demon- 
strative,") but of Jlrgummts considered as such; for 
when we say, e. g. that the premiss is a Cause, and the 
conclusion the Effect, these expressions are evidently 
relative, and have no meaning, except in reference to 
each other; and so also when we say that the premiss 
and the conclusion are two parallel cases, that very ex- 
pression denotes their relation to each other. 
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In distributing, then, the several kinds of Arguments, 
according to this division, it will be found con-^ 

11/. % Two cUuMei 

venient to lay down first two great classes, un- of Argu- 



def one or other of which all can be brought; 
viz. first, such Arguments as might have been employed 
to account for the fact or principle maintained, suppos- 
ing its truth granted: secondly, such as could not be so 
employed. The former class (to which in this Treatise 
the name of " tfl priori " Argument will be confined) is 
manifestly Argument firom Cause to Effect; since to ac" 
count for any thing, signifies, to assign the Cause of it. 
The other class, of course, comprehends all other Argu- 
ments; of which there are several kinds, which will be 
mentioned hereafter. 

rjThe two sorts of proof which have been just spoken 
of, Aristotle seems to have intended to designate by the 
titles OT* for the latter, and ^j^t* for the former; but he 
has not been so clear as could be wished in observing the 
distinction between tiiem. /The only decisive test by 
which to distinguish the Arguments which belong to die 
one and to the other, of these classes, is, to ask the ques- 
tion, " Supposing the proposition in question to be admit- 
ted, would this Argument serve to account for die truth, 
or not ? " It will dien be readily referred to the former 
or to the latter class, according as the answer is in the af 
firmative or the negative, as, e. g. if a murder were im- 
puted to any one on the grounds of his " having a hatred 
to the deceased, and an interest in his death," the Argu- 
ment would belong to the former class; because, sup- 
posing his guilt to be admitted, and an inquiry to be 
made how he came to commit the murder, the circum- 
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Stances just mentioned would serve to account for it; 
but not so, with respect to such an Argument as his 
"having bleod on his clothes;" which would therefore 
be referred to the other class. 

And here let it be observed, once for all, that when I 
speak of arguing from Cause to Effect, it is not intended 
to m^tam the real and proper efficacy of what are call- 
ed Physical Causes to* produce their respective Efiects, 
nor to enter into any discussion of the controversies 
which have been raised on that point, which would be 
foreign from the present purpose. The-word " Cause," 
therefore, is to be understood as employed in the popular 
sense; as well as the phrase of "accounting for" any 
fact. 

As far, then, as any Cause, popularly speaking, has a 
tendency to produce a certain Effect, so far its 

Argaraent , '' * ' 

from cause existeucc IS an Argument for that of the Effect. 

to Dfibct. O 

If the Cause be fully sufficient, and no im- 
pediments intervene, the Effect in question follows cer- 
tainly; and tlie nearer we approach to this, the stronger 
the Argument. 

This is the kind of Argument which produces (when 
short of absolute certainty) that species of the Prob- 
jjble which is usually called the Plausible, 
aosi 1 y. .Q^ ^^ subject Dr. Campbell has some valu- 
able remarks in his Philosophy of Rhetoric, (book 
i. § 5 ch. vii.) though he has been led into a good 
deal of perplexity, partly by not having logically ana- 
lyzed the two species of probabilities he is treating of, 
and partly by departing, unnecessarily, from the ordina- 
ry use of terms, in treating of the Plausible as something 
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distinct from the Probable, instead of regarding it as a 
species of Probability.* ^_y^ 

' This is the chief kind of Probability which poets, or 
other writers of fiction, aim at; and in such works it is 
often designated by the term " natural." f -Writers of 
this class, as they aim not at producbg belief, are aUow- 
ed to take their ^^ Causes " for granted, (i. e. to assume 
any hypothesis they please,) provided they make the 
Effects follow naturally; representing, that is, the per- 
sonages of the fiction as acting, and the events as result* 
mg, in the same manner as might have been expected, 
supposing the assumed circumstances to have been real. 
And hence, the great Father of Criticism establishes his 
paradoxical maxim, that impossibilities which appea/ 
probable, are to be preferred to possibilities which appear 
improbable. For, as he justly observes, the impossibili- 
ty of the hypothesis, as e. g. in Homer, the familiar in- 
tercourse of gods with mortals, is no bar to die kind of 
Probability (i. e. Verisimilitude) required, if diose mftr- 

* I do not mean, however, that everything to which the term ** plau- 
sible ' would apply, would be m strict propriety called ** probable ;" 
nae. g.i£ we had fully ascertained some story that had been told us 
to be an imposition, we might still say, it was a plausible tale; 
though, subsequent to the detection, the word '* probable *' would not 
be so properly applied. But certainly common usage warrants the 
use of " probable " in many cases, on the ground of this plausibility 
alone ', viz. the adequacy of some cause, known, or likely to exist, to 
produce the effect in question. 

t It b also important for them, though not so essential, to keep 
clear of the improbable air produced by the introduction of events, 
which, tliough not unnatural, have a great preponderance of chances 
against them. The distinction betweea these two kinds of faults is 
pointed out in a passage in the Quarterly Review, for which see Ap 
pendiz, [A.] 
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tals are represented as acting in the manner men natural 
ly would have done under those circumstances. 

The Probability, then, which the writer of fiction aims 
at, has, for the reason just mentioned, no tendency to 
produce a particular^ but only a generalj belief ; i. e. 
not that these particular events actually took place, but 
that such are Ukely, generally, to take place under such 
circumstances : * this kind of belief (unconsciously enter* 
tained) being necessary, and all that is necessary, to 
produce that sympathetic feeling which is the writer's 
object. In Argumentative Compositions however, as 
the object of course is to produce conviction as to die 
particular point in question, the Causes from which our 
Arguments are drawn must be such as are either admit- 
ted, or may be proved, to be actually existing, or likely 
tp exist. 
/ -On die appropriate use of this kind of Argument, 

(which is probably the elxbg of Aristode, though 
oftL^phrase unforttuiately he has not furnished any example 

of it,) some Rules will be laid down hereafter ; 
my object at present having been merely to ascer- 
tain tlie nature of it^And here it may be worth wlule 
to remark, that though I have applied to this mode of 
Reasoning the title of " a priori^'* it is not meant to 
be maintained that all such Arguments as have been by 
other writers so designated correspond precisely with 
what has been just described.! The phrase, ^^ a priori^** 

* On which groand Aristotle contends that the end of Fiction ia 
more Philosophical than that^of History, since it aims at general, in- 
stead of particulaTi Truth. 

/^t Some Rhetorical students, accordingly, partly with a view to 
K«ep clear of any ambiguity that might hence arise, and partly for 
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Argument, is not, indeed employed by all in the same 
sense j it would however generally be understood to ex- 
tend to any ai^gument drawn firorn^ ofUecedent or fore^ 
runner^ whether a Cause or not ; e. g. " the mercury 
sinks, therefore it will rmn." Now this Argument being 
drawn from a circumstance which, though an antecedent, 
is in no sense a Cause, would fall not under the former, 
but the latter, of the classes laid down; since when 
rain comes, no one would account for the phenomenon 
by the falling of the mercury ; which they would call a 
Sign of rain ; and yet most, perhaps, would class this 
among " a priori " Ai^uments. In like manner the ex- 
pression, " a posteriori " Arguments, would not in its or- 
dinary use comcide precisely, though it would very nearly, 
with the second class of Arguments. The division how- 
ever which has here been adopted, appears to be both 
more philosophical, and also more precise, and conse- 

the sake of brevity, ha?e found it useful to adopt, in drawing^ up an 
outline or analysis of any composition, certain arbitrary symbols, to 
denote, respectively, each class of Arguments and of Propositions ; viz. 
A, for the former of the two classes of Aguments just described, (to 
denote ** A priori" or ** Antecedent," probability,) and B, fgr the lat- 
ter, which, as consisting of several different kinds, may be denomi- 
nated ** the Bo(ty of evidence.*' Again, they designate the proposi- 
tion, which accounts for the principal and original assertion, by a 
small ** a," or Greek a, to denote its identity in substance with the 
Argument bearing the symbol '' A," though employed for a different 
purpose ; viz. not to establish a fbct that is doubtful, but to account 
for one that is admitted. The proposition, again, which results as a 
Consequence or Corollary from the principal one, the^ designate by 
the aymbol C. There seems to be the same convenience in the use 
of these symbols as Logicians have found in the employment of 
A, E, I, O, to represent the four kinds of Propositions according 
to quantity and quality. ^ 
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quently more practically useful, than any other; since 
there is so easy and decisive a test by which an Argument 
may be at once referre^ to the one or to the other of 
the classes described. r 

§3. 

The second, then, of these classes, (viz. ^'Arguments 
which could not be used to account for the fact in ques- 
tion, supposing it granted,") may be subdivided mto two 
kinds ; which will be designated by the terms " Sign " 
and "Example." 

By " Sign," (so called from the Sjjfieiov of Aristotle,) 
is meant a species of Argument of which the 
analysis is as follows ; As far as any circum- 
stance is, what may be called, a Condition of the exis- 
tence of a certain effect or phenomenon, so far it may be 
inferred from the existence of that Effect: if it be a Conr 
dition absolutely essential^ the Argument is, of course, 
demonstrative ; and the Probability is the stronger in 
proportion as we approach to that case. 

Of this kind is the Argument in the instance lately 
given : a man is suspected as the perpetrator of the sup- 
posed murder, from the circumstance of his clothes being 
bloody; the murder being considered as in a certain 
degree a probable condition of that appearance ; i. e. 
it is presumed that his clothes would not otherwise have 
been bloody. Again, from the appearance of ice, we 
infer, decidedly, the existence of a temperature not 
above freezing point, that temperature bebg an essen 
tial Condition of the crystallization of water. 
Proof of a Among the circumstances which are con- 
ditional to any Effect, must evidently come 



came. 
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the Cause or Causes; and if there be only one possible 
Cause, this being absolutely essential, may be demon- 
stratively proved from the Effect: if the same Effect 
might result from other Causes, then the Argument is, 
at best, but probable. But it is to be observed, that 
there are also jnany circumstances which have no ten- 
dency to produce a certain Effect, though it cannot 
exist toithout them, and from which Effect, consequent- 
ly, they may be inferred, as Conditions, though not 
Causes; e. g. a man's " being alive one day," is a cir- 
cumstance necessary, as a Condition, to his ^' dying the 
next;" but has no tendency to produce it; his having 
been alive, therefore, on the former day, may be proved 
from his subsequent death, but not vice versd,* - 

It is to be observed therefore, that though it is very 
conmion for the Cause to be proved from its Effect, it 
is never so proved, so far forth as [^] it is a Cause, but 
so far forth as it is a condUion, or necessary circum- 
stance. 

A Cause, again, may be employed to prove an Effect, 
(this being tlie first class of Arguments already describ- 
ed,) so far as it has a tendency to produce the Effect, 
even though it be not at all necessary to it; ( i. e. when 

* It is however very common, in the carelessness of ordinary lan- 
^rnage to mention, as the Causes of phenomena, circumstances which 
every one would allow, on consideration, to be not Causes, but 
only conditions of the Effects in question ; e. g. it would be said of 
a tender plant, that it was destroyed in consequence of not being 
covered with a mat ; though every one would mean to imply that 
the frost destroyed it ; this being a Cause too well known to need 
being mentioned; and that which is spoken of as the Cause, viz. 
the absence of a covering, being only the Condition, without which 
the real Cause could not have operated. 
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otber Causes may produce the same Effect;) and in 
tlus case, though the Effect may be inferred from the 
Cause, the Cause cannot be mferred from the Effect; 
e. g. from a mortal woimd you may infi^ death, but not 
vice versa. 

Lastly, when a Cause is also a necessary or probable 
condition^ i. e. when it is the mly possible or only like- 
ly Cause, then we may argue both ways; e. g. we may 
infer a General's success from his known skill, or, hb 
skill from bis known success: these two Arguments 
belongmg, respectively, to the two classes originaUy laid 
, . down. And it is to be observed, thai, in such 

liOglcal and 

phyiicai 86. Arguments from Sign as tlus last, the conclu- 
si<m which fellovfSj logically^ from the pre* 
miss, being tlie Cause from which the premiss followsy 
physically, ( i. e. as a natural Efiect,) (here are m this 
case two difierent kinds of Seqtience opposed to eadi 
other; e. g. " With many of them God was not wdl- 
pleased; for they were overthrown in the wilderness." 
In Arguments of the first class, on the contrary, these 
two kinds of Sequence are combined; i. e. the Conclu- 
sion which follows logically from the premiss, is also the 
Effect following physically from it as a Cause; a Gen- 
eral's skill, e. g. being both the Cause and the Proof of 
his bemg likely to succeed. 

7" It is most important to keep in mind the distinction 
between these two kinds of Sequence, which are, in Ar- 
gument, sometimes combined^ and sometimes opposed. 
There is no more fruitful source of confusion of thought 
than that ambiguity of the language employed on these 
subjects, which tends to confound together these two 
things, so entirely distinct in their nature. There is 
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hardly any argumentative writer on subjects involving a 
discussion of the Causes or Effects of any thing, who 
has clearly perceived and steadily kept in view the dis- 
tinction I have been speaking of, or who has escaped 
the errors and perplexities thence resulting. The wide 
extent accordingly, and the importance of the mistakes 
and difficulties arising out of the ambiguity complained 
of, is incalculable. To dilate upon this point as fully 
as might be done witli advantage, would exceed my 
present limits; but it will not be irrelevant to offer some 
remarks on the origin of the ambiguity complained of, 
and on the cautions to be used in guarding against being 
misled by it. ^ 

The premiss by which any thing is proved, is not 
necessarily the Cause of the fact's hting such j^^^^ ^ - 
as it is; but it is the Cause of our knowing *>"*"«•• 
or being convinced that it is so; e. g. the wetness of the 
earth is not the Cause of rain, but it is the Cause of our 
knowing that it has rmned. These two things, the pre- 
miss which produces our conviction, and the Cause 
which produces that of which we are convinced, are 
the more likely to be confounded together, in the loose- 
ness of colloquial language, from the circumstance that 
(as has been above remarked) they frequently coincide; 
as, e. g. when we infer that the ground will be wet, 
from the fall of rain which produces that wetness. And 
hence it is that the same words have come to be applied, 
in common, to each kind of Sequence; e. g. an Effect 
is said to "follow" from a Cause, and a Conclusion to 
"follow" from the Premises; the words "Cause "and 
" Reason, " are each applied indifferently, both to a 
Cause, properly so called, and to the premiss of an Ar- 
4* 
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gument ; though ^' Reason," in strictness of ^eakmg, 
Ambiguity of should be confined to the latter. " Therefore, ^ 
l!uf^foj;"»» ^'hence,*' "consequently," &c,, and also, 
*^^ " sbce," "because," and " why," have like- 

wise a corresponding ambiguity. 

The multitude of the words which bear this double 
meaning (and that, m all languages) greatly increases 
our liability to be misled by it ; since thus the very 
means men resort to for ascertaining the sense of any 
expression, are infected with the very same ambiguity ; 
e. g. if we enquire what is meant by a "Cause," we 
shall be told that it b that from which something " fol- 
lows ;" or, which is mdicated by the words " therefore," 
"consequendy," &c. all which expressions are as equiv- 
ocal and uncertain in their signification as the original 
one. It is in vain to attempt ascertaining by the balance 
the true amount of any commodity, if false weights are 
placed in the opposite scale. Hence it is that so many 
writers, in investigating the Cause to which any fact or 
phenomenon is to be attributed, have assigned that which 
is not a Cause, but only a Proof that the fact is so ; 
and have thus been led mto an endless tr^n of errors 
and perplexities. 

^Several, however, of the words in question, thou^ 
employed indiscriminately in both significations, seem 
(as was observed in the case of the wo;-d " Reason") m 
their primary and strict sense to be confined to one 
"^^," in Greek, and "ergo,"* or "itaque," in Latin, 
seem originally and properly to denote the Sequence 

*Mo8t Logical writers seem not to be aware of this, as thej gen 
ptnXijf in Latin Treatises, employ ^< ergo " in the other sense. It is 
from the Greek i'^j'Cjp, i. e. " in fact." 
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and Effect from Cause; "«^a,"* and "igitur," that of 
conclusion from premises. The English word "accord- 
ingly," will generally be found to correspond with the 
Latm "itaque."^J/ 

The interrogative "why" is employed to enquire, 
either, first, the "Reason," (or "Proof;") Ambiguity of 
secondly, the " Cause ; " or thirdly, die " oh- "^**y-** 
ject proposed," or Final-Cause : e. g. first, Why are 
the angles of a triangle equal to two right angles ? sec- 
ondly, Why are the days shorter in winter than in sirni- 
mer ? thirdly, Why are the works of a watch construct-. 
ed as they are ? f 

It is to be observed that the discovery of Causes 
belongs properly to the province of the Philosopher ; 
that of " Reasons," stricdy so called, (i. e. Arguments,) 
to that of the Rhetorician ; and that, though each will 
have frequent occasion to assume the character of the 
other, it is most important that these two objects should 
not be confounded together. 

§4. 

or Signs then there are some which, from a certain 
Effect or phenomenon, infer the " Cause" of it ; and 
others which, in like manner, infer some " Condition" 
which is not the Cause. Of these last, one species is 
the Argument from Testimony ; the premiss rp^j,n,ony a 
being the existence of the Testimony, the »^*°'* o^ '*8n- 
Conclusion, the truth of what is attested ; which is con- 
sidered as a " Condition" of the Testimony having been 

* "Aqu having a sigaification of fitness or coincidence ; whence 
f f See the article Why in the Appendix to tlie Treatise on Logic. 
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given ; since it is evident that so far only as this is 
allowed, (i. e. so far only as it is allowed, that the Tes- 
timony would not have been given, had it not been true,) 
can this Argument have any force. 

Testimony is of various kinds ; but the distmction 
between them is so obvious, as well as the various cir- 
cumstances which add to, or diminish the weight of, any 
Testimony, that it is not necessary to enter into any 
detailed discussion of the subject. It may be worth re- 
marking, however, that one of the most important distinc- 
tions is between Testimony to matters of Fact^ and to 
Doctrines or opinions : in estimating the weight of the 
former, we look chiefly to tlie honesty of the witness, 
and his means of obtammg information ; m the latter, his 
ability to judge is equally to be taken into consideration. 

With respect however to the credibility of witnesses, 
it is evident that when many coincide in their testimony, 
(where no previous concert can have taken place,) the 
probability resulting from tliis concurrence does not rest 
on the supposed veracity of each considered separately, 
but on the improbability of such an agreement taking 
coBcarrent placc by chancc. For though in such a case, 
testimony, ^^^j^ ^j. ^j^^ witucsscs should be Considered as 

unworthy of credit, and even much more likely to speak 
falsehood than truth, still the chances might be mfinite 
against their all agreeing m the same falsehood.* This 

* ** It deserves likewise to be attended to on this subject, that in a 
number of concurrent testimonies, ( in cases wherein there could 
have been no previous concert,) there is a probability distinct from 
that which may be termed the sum of the probabilities resulUng 
from the testimonies of the witnesses, a probability which would 
remain even though the witnesses were of such a character as to 
merit no faith at all. This probability arises purely from the concor- 
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remark is applied by Dr. Campbell to the Argument 
from Testimony; but he might have extended it to oth- 
er Arguments also, in which a similar calculation of chan- 
ces will enable us to draw a Conclusion, sometimes even 
amounting to moral certainty, from a combination of data 
which singly would have had litde or no weight; e. g. if 
any one out of a hundred men throw a stone which strikes 
a certain object,* there is but a slight probability, from 
that fact alone, that he aimed at that object; but if all 
the hundred threw stones which struck the same object, 
no one would doubt that they aimed at it. It 13 from 
such a combination of Argument that we infer the exist- 
ence of an intelligent Creator from the marks of contriv- 
ance visible in the Universe, though many of these are 
such as, taken singly, might well be conceived unde- 
si^ed and accid^ital; but that they should all be such, 
is morally impossible. Great care is requisite In setting 
forth clearly, especiaUy in any popular discourse, Ail- 
ments of this nature; the generality of men being better 
qualified for understanding ( to use Lord Bacon's words) 
^' particulars, one by one," than for taking a comprehen- 
sive view of the whole; and therefore in a Galaxy of 
evidence, as it may be called, in which the brilliancy of 
no smgle star can be pointed out, the lustre of the combi- 
nation is o{%&a lost on them. Hence it is, as was re- 
marked in the Treatise on Fallacies, tliat the sophism of 

rence Itself. That such a concarrence shoald spring from chance, 
is as one to infinite ; that is, in other words, morally impossible. If 
therefore concert be excluded, there remains no other cause but the 
reality of the fiict." Campbell^s Philosophy of Rhetoric y c. v. b. i. Part 
3. p. 125. 
*If I recollect rightly, thes^ are the words of Mr. Dagald Stewart 
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" Composition," as it is called, so frequently misleads 
men: it is not improbable, (in the above example,) that 
each of the stones, considered separately^ may have been 
thrown at random: and therefore the same is concluded 
of allj considered in conjunction. Not that * in such an 
instance as this, any one would reason so weakly; but 
that a still greater absurdity of the very same kind is m- 
volved in the rejection of the evidences of our religion, will 
be plain to any one who considers, not merely the indi- 
vidual force, but the number and variety of those evi- 
dences.* 

And here it maybe observed, that though the easiest 

and most popidar way of practically refuting 
meant by the Fallacy just mentioned (or indeed any 
againflt any Fallacy) is, by bringim; forward a parallel 

case, where it leads to a manifest absurdity, 
a metaphysical objection may still be urged agamst 
many cases in which we thus reason from calculation of 
chances; an objection not often perhaps likely practical- 
ly to influence any one, but which may afford the Soph- 
ist a triumph over those who are unable to find a so- 
lution, and which may furnish an excuse for the rejection 
of evidence which one is previously resolved not to ad- 
mit. If it were answered then to those who maintain 
that the universe, which exhibits so many marks of de- 
sign might be the work of non-inteUigent causes, that 
no one would believe it possible for such a work as the 
Iliad, e. g. to be produced by a fortuitous shaking to- 
gether of the letters of the alphabet, the Sophist might 

* Mr. Davison in the introdaction to his work on prophecy Btatea 
strongly the cumulative force of a multitude of small particuhun. 
See ch. iii. § 4. of this Treatise. 
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challenge us to explmn why even this last supposition 
should be regarded as less probable than any other; 
since the letters of which the Iliad is composed, if shaken 
together at random, must faU in some form or other; and 
though the chances are millions of millions to one 
against that, or any other determinate order, there are 
precisely as many chances against ot^^ as against anoth- 
er j whether more or less regular: and in like manner, 
astonished as we should be, and convinced of the mterven- 
tion of artifice, if we saw any one draw out all the cards 
in a pack m regular sequences, it is demonstrable that 
the chances are not more against that order, than against 
any one determbate order we might choose to fix upon; 
against that one, for instance, m which the cards are at 
this moment actually lying in any individual pack. 
The multitude of the chances, therefore, he would say, 
against any series of events, does not constitute it impro- 
bable; since the like happens to every one every day; 
e. g. a man walking through London streets on his 
business, meets accidentally hundreds of others passing 
to and fro on theirs; and he would not say at the close 
of the day that any thing improbable had occurred to 
him; yet it would almost baffle calculation to compute 
the Chances against his meeting precisely those very 
persons, m the order, and at the times and places of his 
meetmg each. The paradox thus seemingly established, 
though few might be practically misled by it, many would 
be at a loss to solve. 

The truth is, that any supposition is justly called im- 
probable, not from the number of chances against it, con- 
sidered independently J but firom the number of chances 
against it compared with those which lie agamst some 
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other supposition: we call the drawing of a prize in the 
lottery improbable, though there be but five to one against 
it, because there are more chances of a blank; on the 
other hand, if any one were cast on a desert island under 
circumstances which warranted his believing that the 
chances were a hundred to one against any one's hav- 
ing been there befcje him, yet if he found on the sand 
pebbles so arranged as to form distinctly the letters of a 
man's name, he would not only conclude it probable, but 
absolutely certain, that some human being had been 
there; because there would be millions of chances 
against those forms having been produced by the for- 
tuitous action of the waves. Yet if again I should find 
some tree on the island such that the chances appeared 
to me five to one against its having grown there spon- 
taneously, still, if, as before, I conceived the chances a 
hundred to one against any man's havmg planted it 
there, I should at once reckon this last as the more un- 
likely supposition. So also, in the instance above given, 
any unmeaning form into which a number of letters 
might fall, would not be called improbable,' countless as 
the chances are against that particular order, because 
there are just as many agamst each one of all other 
unmeaning forms; but if the letters formed a coher^t 
poeni, it would then be called incalculably improbable that 
this form should have been fortuitous, though the chan- 
ces against it remain the very same; because there must 
be much fewer chances against the supposition of its 
having been the work of design. The probability in 
short, of any supposition, is estimated firom a comparison 
with each of its alternatives. The inclmation of the bal- 
ance cannot be ascertained from knowmg the weights in 
one scale, unless we know what is in the opposite scale. 
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The foregobg observations however, as was above re- 
marked, are not confined to Arguments j(rom Testimony, 
but apply to all cases in which the degree of probability 
b estimated from a calculation of chances. 

§ 5. 
Before I dismiss the consideration of Signs, it may be 
worth while to notice another case of combmed Progiewive 
Ai^ument different from the one lately men- ■pp™*'^**- 
tioned, yet m some degree resembling it. The combi- 
nation just spoken of is where several Testimonies or 
other Signs, singly perhaps of little weight, produce joint- 
ly, and by their comcidence, a degree of probability fal* 
exceeding the wm of their several forces, taken separate- 
ly ; m the case I am now about to notice, the combined 
force of the series of Arguments results firom the order iii 
which they are considered, and from their progressive 
tendency to establish a certmn conclusion. E. g. one 
part of the law of nature called the ^Wismertiae," is 
established by the Argument alluded to ; viz. that a body 
set in motion will eternally continue in motion with uni- 
form velocity in a right line, so far as it is not acted upon 
by any causes which retard or stop, accelerate or divert, 
its course. Now, as m every case which can come un- 
der our observation, some such causes do intervene, the 
assumed supposition, is practically impossible, and we 
have no opportunity of verifying the law by direct ex- 
periment ; but we may gradually approach indefinitely 
near to the case supposed : and on the result of such ex- 
periments our conclusion is founded. We find that when 
a body is projected along a rough surface, its motion is 
speedily retarded and soon stopped ; if along a smoother 
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surface, it continues longer in motion ; if upon ice, long- 
er still ; and the like with regard to wheels, &c. in pro- 
portion as we gradually lessen the friction of the machin- 
ery ; if we remove the resistance of the air, by setting a 
wheel or pendulum in motion under an air-pump, the 
motion is still longer continued. Finding then that the 
effect of the original impulse is more and more protracted, 
in proportion as we more and more remove the impedi- 
ments to motion from friction and resistance of the air, 
we reasonably conclude that if this could be completely 
done, ( which is out of our power,) the motion would 
never cease, since what appear to be the only causes of 
its cessation, would be absent.* 

Again, In arguing for the existence and moral attri- 
butes of the Deity from the authority of men's opinions, 
great use may be made of a like progressive course of 
Argument, though it has been often overlooked. Some 
have argued for the being of a God from the universal, 
or at least, general, consent of mankind ; and some have 
appealed to the opinions of the wisest and most cultivat- 
ed portion, respecting both the existence and the moral 
excellence of the Deity. It cannot be denied that there 
is a presumptive force in each of these Ailments ; but 
it may be answered that it is conceivable, an opinion com- 
mon to almost all the species, may possibly be an error 
resulting from a constitutional infirmity of the human 
intellect ; that if we are to acquiesce in the belief of the 
majority, \ve shall be led to Polytheism ; such being the 
creed of the greater part :^- and that though more 



* See the argument in Butler'R Analogy to prove the advantage 
which Virtue, if perfect, might be expected to obtain. 
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weight may reasonably be attached to the opinions of the 
wisest and best-instructed, still, as we know that such 
men are not exempt from error, we cannot be perfecdy 
safe in adopting the belief they hold, unless we a**e con- 
vinced that they hold it in consequence of their being the 
wisest and best instructed ; — so far forth as they are, 
such. Now this is precisely the point which may be es- 
tablished by the above-mentioned progressive Argument. 
Nations of Atheists, if there are any such, are confessedly 
among the rudest and most ignorant savages: those who 
represent their God or Gods as malevolent, capricious, or 
subject to human passions and vices, are invariably to be 
found (in the present day at least) among those who are 
brutal and uncivilized ; and among the most civilized na- 
tions of the ancients, who professed a similar creed, the 
more enlightened members of society seem either to 
have rejected altogether, or to have explained away, the 
popular belief. The Mahometan nations, again, of the 
present day, who are certainly more advanced in civili- 
zation than their Pagan neighbours, mamtain the unity 
and the moral excellence of the Deity ; but the nations 
of Christendom, whose notions of the Divine goodness 
are more exalted, are undeniably the most civilized part 
of the world, and possess, generally speaking, the most 
cultivated and improved mtellectual powers. Now if we 
would ascertain, and appeal to, the sentiments of Man as 
a rational Being, we must surely look to those which 
not only prevail most among the most rational and culti- 
vated, but towards which also a progressive tendency is 
found in men in proportion to their degrees of rationality 
and cultivation. It would be most extravagant to sup- 
pose tiiat man's advance towards a more improved and 
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exalted state of existence should tend to obliterate true 
and instil false notions. On the contrary we are autho- 
rized to conclude, that those notions would be most cor- 
rect, which men would entertaro, whose knowledge, in- 
telligence, and intellectual cultiFation should have reach- 
ed comparatively the highest pitch of perfection ; and 
that those consequendy will approach the nearest to the 
truth* which are entertained more or less, by various nfr- 
tions in proportion as they have advanced towards this 
civilized state. 

Many other instances might be adduced, in wUch 
truths of the highest importance may be elicited by this 
process of Argumentation ; which will enable us to de- 
cide with sufficient probability what consequence would 
follow from an hypothesis which we have never experi- 
enced. It might, not improperly, be termed the Argu- 
ment from Progressive Approach. ^ 

§6. "^ " 

The third kmd of Arguments to be considered, being 
the other branch of the second of the two 
classes originally laid down, may be jtreated of 
under the general name of Example, taking that term in 
its widest acceptation, so as to comprehend the Argu- 
ments designated by the various names of Induction, Ex- 
perience, Analogy, Parity of Reasoning, &c. all of which 
are essentiaUy the same, as far as regards the fundamen- 
tal principles I am here treating of; for in all the Argu- 
ments designated by these names, it will be found, that 
we consider one or more, known, individual objects or 
instances, of a certain Class, as fair specimens, in respect 
of some point or other, of that class ; and consequentiy 
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draw aa inference from them respecting either the whole 
Class, or other, less known, individuals of it. 

In Arguments of this kind then it will be found, that, 
universally, we assume as a major premiss, that what is 
true (in regard to the point in question) of the mdividual 
or individuals which we bring forward and appeal to, is 
true of the whole Class to which they belong ; the minor 
premiss next asserts something of that individual ; and 
the same is then inferred respecting the whole Class ; 
whether we stop at that general conclusion, or descend 
from thence to another, unknown, individual ; in which 
last case, which is the most usually called the Argument 
from Example, we generally omit, for the sake of brevi- 
ty, the intermediate step, and pass at once, in the ex- 
pression of the Argument, from the known, to the un- 
known, mdividual. This ellipsis however does not, as 
some seem to suppose, make any essential difference in 
the mode of Reasoning ; the reference to a common Class 
being always, in such a case, understood, though not ex- 
pressed ; for it is evident that there can be no reasoning 
from one mdividual to another, unless they coine under 
some common genus, and are considered in that point of 
view; e. g. 



" Astronomy was de- 
cried at its first introduc- 
tion, as adverse to religion: 



Geology is likely to be 
decried, &c. 



% ^ 

every Science is likely to be decried at its first introduce 
tion, as adverse to religion." 

5* 
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This kind of Example, therefore, appears to be a com« 
pound Argument, consisUng of two enthymemes; and 
when (as often happens) we infer from a known Effect a 
certain Cause, and again, from that Cause, another, un- 
known Effect, we then unite m this example, the argu- 
ment from Effect to Cause, and that from Cause to Effect, 
e. g. we may from the marks of Divine benevolence in 
tliis world argue, that ^^ the like will be shewn in the 
next; " through the intennediate conclusion, that ^^ God 
is benevolent." This is not indeed always the case; 
but there seems to be in every Example, a reference to 
some Cause, though that Cause may frequently be un- 
known ; e. g. we suppose, in the instance above given, 
that there is some Cause, though we may be at a loss to 
assign it, which leads men generally to decry a new 
Science. C" 

The term " Induction " is commonly applied to such 
Arguments as stop short at the general con- 
clusion; and is thus contradistmguished, in 
common use, from Example. There is also this addi- 
tional difference, that when we draw a general conclu- 
sion from several mdividual cases, we use the word Induc- 
tion in the singular number ; while each one of these 
cases, if the application were made to another individual, 
would be called a distinct Example. This difference, 
however, is not essential : since whether the inference 
be made from one instance or from several, it is equally 
called an Induction, if a general conclusion be legiti- 
mately drawn. And this is to be determined by the 
nature of the subject-matter. In the investigation of the 
laws of nature, a single experiment, fairly and carefully 
made, is usually allowed to be conclusive, because we 



^ 



-^^ 
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can dien pretty nearly ascertain all the circumstances 
operating: a Chemist who had ascertained, in a single 
speciniai of gold, its capability of combining with mercu- 
17, would not' think it necessary to try the same experi- 
ment with several other specimens, but would draw the 
conclusipn concerning those metals unirersally, and with 
certainty. In human ajBTairs on the contrary, our uncer- 
tainty respecting many of the circumstances that may 
affect the result, obliges us to collect many coinciding 
mstances to warrant even a probable conclusion. From 
one instance, e. g. of the assassination of an Usurper, it 
would not be allowable to infer the certainty, or even the 
probability, of a like fate attending all Usurpers.* 

Experience, in its original and proper sense, is appli- 
cable to the premises from which we argue, 

1 • /• 1 i^ ' ^ 1 Experience. 

not to the inference we draw. Strictly speak- 
ing, we know by Experience only the past^ and what 
has passed under our own observation; thus, we know by 
Experience that the tides have daily ebbed and flowed, 
during such a time ; and from the Testimony of others 
as to their own Experience, that they have formerly 
done so ; and from this Experience, we conclude, by In- 
duction, that the same Phenomenon will continue.! 

The word Analogy again is generally employed in the 
case of Arguments in which the instance adduced is some- 
what more remote from that to which it is applied ; e. g. 
a physician would be saiJ to know by Experience the 
noxious effects of a certain drug on the human constitu- 
tion, if he had frequently seen men poisoned by it ; but 

* See Logic, " On the Province of Reasoning." 
f See the article '^ £zperience*' in the Appendix to the Treatise on 
Lo^c. 
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if he thence conjectured that it would be noxious to some 
other species of animal, he would be said to reason from 
analogy ; the only difference being that the 
resemblance is less, between a man and a brute, 
than between one man and another ; and accordingly it 
is found that many brutes are not acted upon by some 
drugs which are pernicious to man. But more strictly 
speaking. Analogy ought to be distinguished from direct 
resemblance, witli which it is often confounded in the 
language even of eminent writers (especially on Chemis- 
try and Natural History) in the present day. Analogy 
being a " resemblance of ratios," * that should strictly be 
called an Argument from Analogy, in which the two 
things (viz. the one from which, and the one to which, 
we argue) are not themselves alike, but stand in similar 
relations to some other things ; or, m other words, that 
the common genus which they both fall imder, consists 
in a relation. Thus an egg and a seed are not in them- 
selves alike, but bear a like relation to the parent bird 
and to her future nestling, on the one hand, and to the 
old and young plant on the other, respectively ; this re- 
lation being the genus which both fall under : and many 
Arguments might be dr^wn from this Analogy. Again, 
the fact that from birth different persons have diferent 
bodily constitutions, in respect of complexion, stature, 
strength, shape, liability to particular disorders, &c. 
which constitutions, however, are capable of being, to a 
certain degree, modified by regimen, medicine, &c. 
affords an analogy by which we may form a presumption, 
that the like takes place in respect of mental qualities 

• Aoym' dfWidTrjg^ Aristotle. 



Chap. II. § 6. OF CONVICTION. 57 

also ; though it is plain that there can be no direct re- 
semblance either between bod/ and mind, or their respec- 
tive attributes. 

In this kind of Argument, one error, which is veij 
common, and which is to be sedulously avoided, is that of 
concluding the things in question to be alike^ because 
they are Analogous; — to resemble each other in them- 
selves, because there is a resemblance in the relation 
they bear to certain other thii^ ; which is manifesdy a 
groundless inference. Another caution is applicable to 
the whole class of Arguments froia Example ; viz. not 
to consider the Resemblance or Analogy to extend fur- 
ther (i. e. to more particulars) than it does. The re- 
semblance of a picture to the object it represents, is di- 
rect ; but it extends no further than the one sense of see- 
ing is concerned. In the Parable of the unjust steward, 
an Argument is drawn from Analogy, to recommend 
prudence and foresight to Christians in spiritual concerns ; 
but it would be absurd to conclude that fraud was rec- 
ommended to our imitation ; and yet mistakes very simi- 
lar to such a perversion of that Argument are by no 
mccois rare.* 

* << Thus, becaose a just Analogy has been discerned between the 
metropolis of a coontry, and the heart of the animal body, it has been 
sometimes contended that its increased size is a disease, — ^that it may 
impede some of its most impwtant functions, or even be the cause of 
its dissolution." See Copleston's Inquiry into the Doctrines qf Jfe- 
eeeaity and Predestinationy note to Disc. iii. q. v. for a very able dis- 
sertation on the subject of Analogy, in the course of an analysis of 
Dr. King*s Discourse on Predestination. (See Appendix [B.].) In 
the preface to the last edition of that Discourse I have offered some 
additional remarks on the subject ; and I have again adverted to it 
(chiefly in r( ply to some popular objections to Dr. King) in the Disu 
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Sound judgment and vigilant caution are no where 
Important ^ove Called for than in observing what differen- 
?ant RiwE^'" ces (pcrhaps seemingly smaD) do, and what do 
diffferei<S^ not, nullify the analogy between two cases. 
^^ ***"' And the same may be said in tegard to the 
applicability of Precedents, or acknowlec^ed Decisions 
of any kind, such as Scripture-precepts, &c. ; all of which 
mdeed are, m their essence, of the nature of Example: 
smce every recorded declaration, e. g. of admitted au- 
thority or injunction, may be regarded (in connexion with 
the persons to whom, and tlie occasion on which, it was 
delivered) as a knoton case ; from which consequently 
we may reason to any other parallel case: and the 
question which we must be careful in deciding will be, 
to whom, and to what, it is applicable. For, as I have 
said, a seemingly small circumstance will often destroy 
the analogy, and make a precedent — precept, &c. — 
inapplicable : and often, on the other hand, some differ- 
ence, in itself important, may be pomted out between two 
cases, which shall not at all weaken the analogy in re- 
spect of tl)e argument in hand. And thus there is a 
danger both of being misled by specious arguments of 
this description, wb'ch have no real force, and also of 
being staggered by plausible objections against such ex- 
amples or appeals to authority, &c. as are perfectly val- 
id. Hence Aristotle observes, that ^n opponent, if he 
cannot shew that the majority of instances is on his side, 
or that those adduced by his adversary are inapplicable, 
contends that they, at any rate^ differ in something from 
the case in question : diaq>0Q&v yi wya S;t'<^*.* 

sertation on the province Reasoning, subjoined to the Elements of 
liogic. Ch. V. § 1. p. 231. ' 
• Rhet. b. ii. ch. 27. 
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Many are misled, in each way, by not estimating 
aright the degree, and the kind, of difference between 
two cases. E. g. It would be admitted that a great and 
permanent diminution in the quantity of some useful 
commodity, such as com, or coal, or iron, throughout the 
world, would be a serious and lastmg loss ; and that if 
the fields and mines yielded regularly double quantities, 
with the same labour, we should be so much the richer : 
hence it might be inferred, that if the quantity of gold 
and silver in the world were diminished one half, or were 
doubled, like results would follow ; the utility of these 
metals, for the purposes of coin, being very great. Now 
there ,are many pomts of resemblance, and many of 
difference, between the precious metals on the one hand, 
and com, coal, &c. on the other ; but the important cir- 
cumstance to the supposed argument, is, that the utility 
of gold and silver (as coin, which is far the chief) de- 
pends on their value, which is regulated by their scarci- 
ty ; whereas if com and coal were ten tiihes more abun- 
dant, a bushel of either would still be as useful as now. 
But if there were twice as much gold in the world as 
there is, a sovereign would be twice as large ; if only 
half as much, it would be of the size of a half-sovereign : 
and this (besides the trifling circumstance of the cheap- 
ness or deamess of gold-omaments) would be all the dif- 
ference. The analogy therefore fails in the point essen- 
tial to the argument. 

Again, the Apostle Paul recommends to the Corinthi 
ans celibacy as preferable to marriage: hence the Ro 
manists, and others, have inferred that this holds good in 
respect of aU Christians. Now m many most important 
points. Christians of the present day aie in the «ame 



60 ELEMENTS OF RHETORIC. Part I. 

condition as the Corinthians ; but they were liable to plun- 
der, exile, and many kinds of bitter persecutions from 
their fellow-citizens, and it appears that this was the 
very ground on which celibacy was recommended to 
them, as exempting them from many aiBictions and temp- 
tations which m such troublous times a family would 
entail ; since, as Bacon observes, ''He that hath a wife 
and children hath given pledges to Fortune." Now it is 
not, be it observed, on the intrinsic importance of this 
difference between them and us that the question turns ; 
but on its importance in reference to the advice giv^i. 

On the other hand, suppose any one had, at the open- 
ing of the French Revolution, or at any similar conjunc- 
ture, expressed apprehensions, grounded on a review of 
history, of the danger of anarchy, bloodshed, destruction 
of social order, general corruptinn of morals, and the long 
train of horrors so vividly depicted by Thucydides, as re- 
sulting from civil discord, especially in his account of the 
sedition at Corcjra ; it might have been answered, that 
the example does not apply, because there is a great dif- 
ference between the Greeks in the time of Thucydides, 
and the nations of modern Europe. Many and great, no 
doubt, are the differences that might be enumerated : 
^die ancient Greeks had not the use of fire-arms, nor of 
the mariner's compass ; they were strangers to the art of 
printing ; their arts of war and of navigation, and their 
literature, were materially influenced by these differen- 
ces : they had domestic slaves ; they were inferior to us 
m many manufactures ; they excelled us in sculpture, &c. 
&c The historian himself, while professing to leave a 
legacy of instruction for future ages * in the examples of 
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die past, admits that the aspect of political transactions 
will vary from time to time in their particular forms and 
external character, as well as in the degrees in which the 
operation of each principle will, oxi different occasions, 
be displayed;^ but he contends, that ^'a3 long as hu" 
man nature remains the same^'* like causes will come in 
to play, and produce, substantially, like effects. 

In Corcyra, and afterwards in other of the Grecian 
states, such enormities, he says, were perpetrated as 
were the natural result — of pitiless oppression, and in- 
ordinate thirst for revenge on the oppressors; — of a 
craving desire, in some, to getfree from their former pov- 
erty, and still more, m others, to gratify their avarice by 
unjust spoliation ; — and of the removal of legal restraint! 
from " the natural character of man," (^ dvOgfanela (piaig,) 
which, in consequence, " eagerly displayed itself as too 
weak for passion, too strong for justice, and hostile to every 
superior.! Now the question, important to the argw 
menty is. Are the differences between the ancient Greeks, 
and modem nations, of such a character as to make the 
remarks of Thucydides, and the examples he sets before 
us, inapplicable? or are tliey (as he seems to have ex- 

• TiyfifUfm fik9, ««} M UifUfo, Ug h *H ATTH <1»T2I2 i»^e«V«»» f, 
^XA.«t 31, xtii ^'(^ff/ri^ »m} rtlts if^tfi 'itnXkmyftipat «^» «v, &c. B. iii. 
$82. 

f *E> ^ ouf tJ Kt^zv^f rk ToXXa avrSf v^airtXfjt^fin, xeci Iviwa Z^u 
fih &^;^ofit9M ri rXiav ti ftt^^futip, u^i rSv rhv rifMM^ieef ^%^af;^»vTt9f »S 

3* &9 hit ir<B^0vr k^iivfMuvrtf rk rSv xiXttt ^X**** ^^^^ itKHf ytywtrKMtf' 

* • • • ^i;rrc^«i;^^»yr0f « rw fiUuf if rif »eu^n rwrttf ry ir0Xii, «a) rSf 
vifMn n^arn^a&a n av^^v^rua ^ufttf ttat^vta xa) ira^« roog vifiatg ItitxtTf, 
kfft,Ufi l^nX^fiv ax^etrni ^iv l^yn^ •Zca^ tt^tiirirvt il rw hxaioVf roXtftta ^ 
nv ir^tSx^^'Tos. Thucyd. book iii. sec. 84. 

6 
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pected) merely such as to alter tlie external shape {eidog) 
of tlie transactions springing from similar human passions? 
Surely no mere external differences in customs, or in the 
arts of life, between the ancient Greeks and the French 
(our supposed disputant might have urged) can produce 
an essential and fundamental difference of results from 
any civil commotion : for this, some new vital principle 
of Action must be introduced and established in the 
heart ; — something capable of over-ruling (^ dLV&Qa)7t6ia 
qivaig) man's natural character. " As long as this te- 
mains the same," (ecjg ^ aiJr^ jf, as the historian himself 
remarks,) substantially tlie same results may be looked for. P \- 

Again, to take an instance from another cla^s of Polit- 
ical affairs ; the manufacture of beet-sugar in France, in- 
stead of importing West-Indian sugar at a fourth of the 
price, and the prohibition, by the Americans, of British 
manufactures, m order to encourage home-production, 
(i. e. the manufacture of inferior articles at a much higher 
cost,) &c. are reprobated as unwise by some politicians, 
from the analogy of what takes place in private life ; in 
which every man of common prudence prefers buying 
wherever he can get them cheapest and best, many com- 
modities which he could make at home, but of inferior 
quality, and at a greater expense ; and confines b*s own 
labour to that department in which he finds he can 
labour to the best advantage. To this it is replied, that /^. 
there is a great difference between a Nation and an Indi- 
vidual. And so there is in many circumstances : a little 
parcel of sugar or cloth from a shop, is considerably dif- - 
ferent from a ship-load of either ; and again, a Nation is 
an object more important, and whicTi fills the mmd with a 
grander idea, than a private individual ; it is also a more 
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complex and artificial Being ; and of indefinite duration 
of existence ; and moreover, the transactions of each man, 
as far as he is left free, are regulated by the very person 
who is to be a gainer or loser by each, — tlie individual 
himself; who, though his i^gilance is sharpened by inter- 
est, tmd his judgment by exercise in his own department, 
may yet chance to be a man of confined education, pos 
sessed of no general principles, and not pretending to be 
versed in philosophical theories ; whereas the afiairs of 
a State are regulated by a Congress, Chamber of Depu- 
ties, &c. consisting perhaps of men of extensive reading 
and speculative minds. Many other striking differences 
might be enumerated : but the question important to the 
argument^ is, does the expediency, in private life, of ob- 
tainmg each commodity at the least cost, and of the best 
quality we can, depend on any of the circumstances in 
which an individual differs from a community? 

These instances may suffice to illustrate the importance 
of considering attentively in each case, not, what differ- 
ences or resemblances are intrinsically the greatest, but, 
what are those that do, or that do not, affect the argu- 
ment. Those who do not fix their minds steadily on this 
question, when arguments of this class are employed, 
will often be misled in their own reasonings, and may 
easily be deceived by a skilful sophist. 

The argument from Contraries^ (e? ivavTiiavj) noticed 
by Aristotle, falls under the class I am now 

. » • • 1 • t ^ • Arguments 

treatrag of; as it is plain that Contraries must fromconira. 
have somethmg m common ; and it is so far 
forth only as they agreey that they are thus employed in 
Argument. Two tilings are called "Contrary," which, 
coming under the same class, are the most dissimilar in 
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that class. Thus, virtue and vice are caDed Contraries, 
as being, both ^^ moral haHts^^* and the most dissimilar 
of moral habits. Mere dissimilarity, it is evident, would 
not constitute Contrariety ; for no one would say that vir- 
tue is contrary to a mathematical problem ; the two things 
having nothing in common. ' In this then, as in other ar- 
guments of the same class, we may infer that the two 
Contrary terms have a similar relation to the same tliird, 
or, respectively, to two corresponding (i. e. in this case. 
Contrary) terms: we may conjecture, e. g. that since 
virtue may be acquired by education, so may vice ; or 
again, that since virtue leads to happiness, so does vice 
to misery. 

The phrase, " Parity of Reasoning," is conmionly em- 
ployed to denote Analogical Reasoning. 

§7. 
Aristotle, m his Rhetoric, has divided Examples mto 
Real and Invented: the one being drawn from actual 
matter of fact ; the other, from a supposed case. And he 
remarks, that though the latter is more easily adduced, 
the former is more convincing. If however due care be 
taken, that the fictitious instance, — the supposed case^ 
adduced, — be not wanting in probability y it will often be 
no less convincing than the other. JFor it may 

Real and in- . , i i_» ^ • i 

Tented Ex- 30 happen, that one, or even several, mstoncal 

amples ff ^ ' , . , 1 . 

facts may be appealed to, which, bemg never- 
theless exceptions to a general rule, will not prove the 
probability of the conclusion. Thus, from several known 
instances of ferocity in black tribes, we are not authorized 
to conclude, that blacks are universally, or genercHy, 
ferocious j and in fact, many instances may be brot^ht 
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forward on the other side. Whereas in the supposed 
case, (instanced by Aristotle, as employed by Socrates,) 
of mariners choosing their steersman by lot, though we 
have no reason to suppose such a case ever occurred, we 
see so plainly the probability^ that if it did occur, the 
lot might fall on an unskilful person, to the loss of the 
ship, that the argument has considerable weight against 
the practice, so common in the ancient republics, of ap- 
pointing magjlstrates by lot^ 

There is, however, this important difference ; that a 
fictitious case which has not this intrinsic probability, has 
absolutely no weight whatever y so that of course such 
arguments might be multiplied to any amount without the 
smallest effect : whereas any matter of fact which is well 
established, however unaccountabh it may seem, has 
some degree of weight in reference to a parallel case ; 
and a sufficient number of such arguments may fairly 
establish a general rule, even though we may be unable, 
after all, to account for the alleged fact in any of the 
instances. E. g. no satisfactory reason has yet been 
assigned for a connexion between the absence of upper 
cutting teeth, or of the presence of horns, and rumina- 
tion ; but the mstances are so numerous and constant of 
this connexion, that no Naturalist would hesitate, if on 
examination of a new species he found those teeth absent, 
and the head homed, to pronounce the anknal a rumi- 
nant. Whereas, on the other hand, the fable of the 
countryman who obtained from Jupiter the regulation of 
the weather, and in consequence found his crops fail, 
does not go one step towards proving the intended con- 
clusion ; because that consequence is a mere gratuitous 
6* 
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assumption without any probalnlity to support it.* There 
is an instance of a like error in a tale of Cumberland's, 
intended to prove the advantage of a public over a pri- 
vate education ; he represents two brothers educated, on 
the two plans respectively ; the former turning out very 
well, and the latter very ill : and had the whole been 
matter of fact, a sufficient number of such instances would 
have had weight as an Argument ; but as it is a fiction, 
and no reason is shewn why the result should be such as 
represented, except the supposed superiority of a public 
education, the Argument involves a manifest petitio prin- 
cipii ; and resembles the appeal made, in the well-known 
fable, to the picture of a man conquermg a lion ; a result 
vvliich might just as easily have been reversed, and which 
would have been §o, had lions been painters. It is ne- 
cessary, in short, to be able to maintain, either that such 
and such an -event did actually take place, or that, under 
a certain hypothesis, it would be likely to take place. 
On the other hand it is important to observe, with re- 
spect to any imaginar}^ case, whether introduc- 
case^ assert ed as an argument, or merely for the sake of 
explanation, that, as it is requisite (according 
to what I have just said) that the hjrpothesis should be 
conceivable^ and that the result supposed should foUow 
naturally from it, so, nothing more is to be required. 
Nothing being asserted^ it is not fair that any thing should 
be denied. Yet it is very common to find persons, 

* In fact, the assumption there is not only ofatuitous, but is in di- 
rect contradiction to experience ; for a gardener has, to a certain de- 
gree, the command of rain and sunshine, by the help of his watering- 
pots, glasses, hotbeds, and flues; and the result is not the destruction 
of his cropti. 
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" either out of ignorance and infirmity, or out of malice 
and obstinacy," joining issue on the question whether this 
or that ever actually took place; and representing the 
whole controversy as turning on the literal truth of some* 
thing that had never been affirmed. [See treatise on 
Fallacies, ch. iii. § " Irrelevant conclusion : " of which 
this is a case.] To obviate this mistake, more care must 
be taken than would at first sight seem necessary, to re- 
mind the hearers that you are merely supposing a case, 
and not asserting any fact ; especially when (as it fre- 
quently happens) the supposed case is one which might 
actually occur, and perhaps does occur. 

I can well sympathize with the contempt mingled with 
mdignation expressed by Cicero against certain philoso- 
phers who found fault with Plato for having alluded to 
the fabulous ring of Gyges, which had the virtue of 
making the wearer invisible. They had found out, it 
seems, that there never was any such ring.* ^ 

It is worth observing, that Arguments from Example, 
whether real or invented, are the most easily compre- 
hended by the young and the uneducated ; because they 

* Atque hoe loco, philosophi qnidam, minime maH ilU ^oidem, led 
non satis acuti, fictam et commenticlam fabulam prolatam dicunt a 
Platone : quasi vero ille, aut factum id esse, aut fieri potuisse defen- 
dat Hasc est vis hujus annul! et hujus exempli, si nemo scitarus, 
nemo ne suspicaturus quidem sit, cum aliquid, divitiarum, potentie, 
dominationis, libidinis, caussa feceris, — si id diis hominibusque futu- 
rum sit semper ignotum, sisne facturus. Negont id fieri posse. 
Quanquam potest id quidem ; sed qusero, quod negant posse, id si 
posset, quidnam facerent ? Urgent rustice sane : negant enim posse, 
et in eo perstant. Hoc yerbum quid valeat, non vident. Cum enim 
qnerimus, si possint celare, quid facturi sint, non qusrimus, possint- 
ne celare, &c. (Cic de Off. b. iii. c. 9.) 
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facilitate the exercise of Abstraction ; a power which in 
such hearers is usually the most imperfect. This mode 
of reasoning corresponds to a geometrical demonstration 
by means of a diagram ; in which the figure placed 
before the learner is an individual^ employed, as he soon 
comes to perceive, as a sign^ though not an arbitrary 
sign,* representing the whole class. The algebraic 
signs, agam, are arbitrary ; each character not being itself 
an individual of the class it represents. These last there- 
fore correspond to the abstract terms of a language. 

Under the head of Invented Example, a distmction is 
Fable and a ^^^ ^X Aristotlc, between naga^olii and 
instretion. Uyog: from the instances he gives, it is plain 
that the former corresponds (not to Parable, in the sense 
in which we use the word, derived from that of nagaSoXii 
in the Sacred Writers, but) to Illustration ; the latter to 
Fable or Tale. In the former, an allusion only is made 
to a case easily supposable ; in the latter a fictitious story 
is narrated. Thus, in his instance above cited, of Illus- 
tration, if any one, instead of a mere allusion, should relate 
a tale, of mariners choosmg a steersman by lot, and being 
wrecked in consequence, Aristotle would evidently have 
placed that under the head of Logos. The other meth- 
od is of course preferable, from its brevity, whenever 
the allusion can be readily understood : and accordingly it 
is common, in the case of well-known fables, to allude 
to, mstead of narrating, them. That, e. g. of the horse 
and the stag, which he gives, would, in the present day, 

* The words, written or spoken, of any language, are arbitrary 
signs ; the characters of Picture-writing or HieroglypMc, are naturdi 
■igns. 
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be rather aDuded to than told, if we wished to dissuade a 
people from calling in a too powerful auxiliary. It is 
evident that a like distmction might have been made in 
respect of historical examples ; those cases which are well- 
known, being often merely alluded to, and not recited. 

The word "Fable" is at present generally limited to 
those fictions in which the resemblance to the matter in 
question is not direct, but analogical; the other class 
being called Novels, Tales, &c. Those resemblances 
are (as Dr. A. Smith has observed) the most striking^ 
in which the things compared are of the most dissimilar 
nature ; as is the case in what we call Fables ; and such 
accordingly are generally preferred for argumentative 
purposes, both from that circumstance itself, and also on 
account of the greater brevity which is, for that reason, 
' not only allowed but required in them.* For a Fable 
spun out to a great length becomes an Allegory, which 
generally satiates and disgusts ; on the other hand, a fic- 
titious tale, having a more direct, and therefore less strik- 
ing resemblance to reality, requires that an interest in the 
events and persons should be created by a longer detail, 
without which it would be insipid. The Fable of the 
Old Man and the Bundle of Sticks, compared with the 
Iliad, may serve to exemplify what has been said ; the 
moral conveyed by each being tjie same, viz. the strength 
acquired by union, and the weakness resulting from 
division ; the latter fiction would be perfectly insipid if 
conveyed in a few lines ; the former, in twenty-four books, 
msupportable. 



• A Novel or Tale may be compared to a Picture ; a Fable, to a 
Device. 
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Of the various uses, and of the real or apparent refuta- 
tion, of Examples, (as well as of other Arguments,) I 
shall treat hereafter ; but it may be worth while here to 
observe, that I have been speaking of Example as a kind 
of Argument J and with a view therefore to that purpose 
alone; though it often happens, that a resanblance, 
either direct, or analogical, is introduced for other pur- 
poses ; viz. not to prove any thing, but either to illus- 
trate and explain one's meaning, ( which is the strict ety- 
mologioel use of the word Illustration,) or to amuse the 
fancy by ornament of language. It is of course most im- 
portant to distmguish, both in our own compositions and 
those of others, between these different purposes. I shall 
accordin^y advert to thb subject in the course of the 
following chapter. /^ i^ 



CHAP. III. 

Of the various use and order of several kinds of Propo* 
sitions and of Arguments in different cases. 

§ 1- 

The first rule to be observed is, that it should be con- 
Argumente sidcrcd, whether the prncipal object of the 
tk)S*S!d*Sf discourse be, to give satisfaction to a can- 
ntisfaction. ^^^ miud^ and convey instruction to those 
who are ready to receive it, or to compel the assent, or 
silence the objections, of an opponent. The former of 
these purposes is, in general, principally to be accom- 
plished by the former of those two great classes into which 
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arguments were divided ; (viz. by those from Cause to 
Effect,) the other, by the latter. 

To whatever class, however, the Arguments we resort 
to may belong, the general tenoixr of the reasoning will, 
in many respects, be affected by the present considera- 
tion. The distinction iii question is nevertheless in gen- 
eral little attended to. It is usual to call an Argument, 
simply, strong or weak^ without reference to the puipose 
for which it is designed ; whereas the Arguments which 
afford the most satisfaction to a candid mind, are often 
such as would have less weight in controversy than many 
others, which again would be less suitable for the former 
purpose.* E. g. the internal evidence of Christijinity in 

« 

* My meaning cannot be better illustrated than by an instance re- 
ferred to in that incomparable specimen of reasoning, Dr. Paley*s 
Hora Paulina. " When we take into our hands the letters," ( viz. 
St. Paul's Epistles, ) " which the sufiirage and consent of antiquity 
hath thus transmitted to us, the first thing that strikes our attention 
is the air of reality and business, as well as of seriousness and con- 
viction, which pervades the whole. Let the skeptic read them. If 
he be not sensible of these qualities in them, the argument can have 
no weight with him. If he be ; if he perceive in almost every 
page the language of a mind actuated by real occasions, and operat- 
ing upon real circumstances ; I would wi«h it to be observed, that 
the proof which arises from this perception is not to be deemed occult 
or imaginary, because it is incapable of being drawn out in woids, 
or of being conveyed to the apprehension of the reader in any other 
way, than by sending him to the books themselves." p. 403. 

There is also a passage in Dr. A. Smithes TTuory cf Moral Sinti^ 
nuntSf which illustrates very happily one of the applications of 
the principle in question. *' Sometimes we have occasion to defend 
the propriety of observing the general rules of justice by the consid- 
eration of their necessity to the support of Society. We frequently 
hear the young and the licentious ridiculing the most sacred rules 
of morality, and professing, sometimes from the corruption, but more 
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general proves the most satbfactory to a boliever's mind, 
but is not that which makes the most shew in the refuta- 
tion of infidels ; the Arguments from Analogy on the 
other hand, which are the most unatmeerablej are not 
.so pleasing and consolatory. 

It may serve to illustrate what has been just said to 
remark, that our judgment of the character of any individ- 
ual is often not origmally derived from such circumstances 
as we should assign, or could adequately set forth in lan- 
guage, m justification of our opinion. When we under- 
take to give our reasons for thinking that some individual, 
with whom we are personally acquainted, is, or is not, a 
gendeman, — a man of taste, — humane, — public-spir- 
ited, &c. we of course appeal to his conduct, or his dis- 
tinct avowal of his own sentiments ; and if these furnish 
sufficient proof of our assertions, we are admitted to have 

frequently from the vanity of their hearts, the most abominable maxims 
of conduct. Our indignation rouses and we are eager to refute and 
expose such detestable principles. But though it is their intrinsic hate- 
fulness and detestableness which originally inflames us against them, 
we are unwilling to assign this as the sole reason why we condemn 
them, or to pretend that it is merely because we ourselves hate and de- 
test them. The reason, we think, would not appear to be conclusive. 
Yet, why should it not ; if we hate and detest them because they are 
the natural and proper objects of hatred and detpstation ? But when 
we are asked why we should not act in such or such a manner, the 
very question seems to suppose that, to those who ask it, this manner 
of acting does not appear to be for its own- sake the natural and prop- 
er object of those sentiments. We must shew them, therefore, that 
it ought to be BO for the sake of something else. Upon this account 
we generally cast about for other arguments, and the consideration 
which first occurs to us, is the disordrr and confusion of society which 
would result from the universal prevalence of such practices. We 
seldom fail, therefore, to insist upon this topic." (Part ii. sec. ii. 
p. 151, 152 vol. i ed. 1812.) 
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given good rectsons for oar opinion : but it may be still 
doubted whetlier these were, in the first instance at least, 
our reasons, which led us to form that opinion. If we 
carefully and candidly examine our own mind, we shall 
generally find that our judgment was, wigindly, (if not 
absolutely decided,) at least strongly influenced, by the 
person's looks — tones of voice — gestures — choice of 
expressions, and the like ; which, if stated as reasons ibr 
fonning a conclusion, would in general appear fiivo- 
lous, merely because no language is competent adequate- 
ly to describe them ; but which are not necessarily insuf- 
ficient grounds (or beginning at least to form an opinion ; 
since it is notorious that there are many acute persons 
who are seldom deceived in such indications of character. 
In all subjects indeed, persons unaccustomed to writing 
or discussion, but possessing natural sagacity, and experi* 
ence in particular departments, have been observed to be 
generally imable to give a satisfactory reason for their 
judgments, even on points on which they are actually 
very good judges. This is a defect which it is the busi- 
ness of education (especially the present branch of it) 
to surmount or diminish. After all however, m some 
subjects, no language can adequately convey (to the m- 
experienced at least) all the indications which influence 
the judgment of an acute and practised observer. And 
hence it has been jusdy and happily remarked, that, " ne 
must be an indifierent physician, who never takes any 
step for which he cannot assign a satisfactory reason." 

§2.. 
It is a point of great importance to decide in J^SSfSl? 
each case, at the outset, in your own mind, and "^^toof. 

7 
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clearly to point out to the hearer, as occasion may serve, 
on which side the Presumption lies, and to which be- 
longs the [onus probandi] Burden of proof. For though 
it may often be expedient to bring forward more proofs 
than can fairly be demanded of you, it is always desir* 
able, when this is the case, that it should be known^ and 
that the strength of the cause should be estimated accord- 
ingly. 

According to the most correct use of the term, a 
"Presumption" in favour of any supposition, means, 
not (as has been sometimes erroneously imagined) a pre- 
ponderance of antecedent probability in its favour, but, 
such a pre-occupiUion of the ground, as implies that if 
must stand good till some sufficient reason is adduced 
against it ; in short, that the Burden of proof lies on 
the side of him who would dispute it. 

Thus, it is a well-known principle of the Law, tliat 
every man (including a prisoner brought up for trial) is 
to be presumed innocent till his guilt is established* 
This does not, of course, mean that we are to take for 
granted he is innocent; for if that were the case, he 
would be entided to immediate liberation ; nor does it 
mean that it is antecedently mare likely than not that 
ne is innocent ; or, that the majority of those brought to 
trial are so. It evidently means only that the " burden 
of proof" lies with the accusers ; — that he is not to be 
called on to prove his innocence, or to be dealt with as a 
criminal till he has done so ; but that they are to bring 
their charges against him, which if he can repel, he 
stands acquitted. 

Thus again, there is a " presumpdon " in favour of 
the right of any individuab or bodies-corporate to the 
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property of which they are in actual possession : this 
does not mean that they are or are not likely to be the 
rightful owners ; but merely, that no man is to be dis- 
turbed in his possessions till some claun agabst him shall 
be established. He is not to be called on to prove his, 
right ; but the claimant, to disprove it ; on whom conse- 
quently the " burden of proof " lies. 

A moderate portion of common sense will enable any 
one to perceive, and to shew, on which side importance 
the Presumption lies, when once his attention J^ ^wch * 
is called to this question : though, for want of SJJiipro^. 
attention, it is often overlooked : and on the ^* 
determination of this question the vidiole character of a 
discussion will often very much depend. A body of 
troops may be perfectly adequate to the defence of a 
fortress against any attack tliat may be made on it ; which 
yet, if, ignorant of the advantage they possess, they sally 
fo.thinto the^open field to encounter the enemy, may 
suffer a repulse. At any rate, even if strong enough to 
act on the offensive, they ought still to keep possession 
of their fortress. In like manner, if you have the " Pre- 
sumption " on your side, and can but refute all the argu- 
ments brought against you, you have, for the present at 
least, gained a victory : but if you abandon this position, 
by suffering this Presumption to be forgotten, which is in 
fact having out one o/, perhaps^ your strongest argu- 
ments^ you may appear to be making a feeble attack, in- 
stead of a triumphant defence. Such an obvious case as 
one of those just stated, will serve to illustrate tliis principle. 
Let any one imagine a perfectly unsupported accusation 
of some offence to be brought against himself; and then 
let him imagine himself, instead of replymg (as of course 
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he would do) b7 a simple denial, and a defiance of his 
accuser to prove the charge, setting himself to establish 
a n^ative, — taking on himself the harden of proving 
his own innocence, by collecting all the circumstances 
indicative of it that he can muster : and the result would 
be, m many cases, that this evidence would fall far short 
of establishing a certainty, and might even have the effect 
of raisbg a suspicion against him ; he having b fact kept 
out of sight the important circumstance, that these prob- 
abilities in one scale, though of no great weight perhaps I 
in themselves, are to be weighed against absolutely noth- 
mg in the other scale. ^ 

The foDowing are a few of the cases in which it is 
important, thou^ very easy, to point out where the 
Presumption fies. 

There is a Presumption in favour of every existing 
institution. Many of these (we will suppose die majori- 
ty) may be susceptible of alteration for the better ; but 
still the " Burden of proof " lies with him who proposes 
an alteration ; simply, on the ground that since a change 
IS not a good in itself, he who demands a change should 
shew cause for it. No one is called on (though he may 
find it advisable) to defend an existing institution, till 
some argument is adduced against it : and that argument 
ought in fairness to prove, not merely an actual iiiconven- 
tance, but the possibility of a change for the better. 

Every book again, as well as person, ought to be pre- 
sumed harmless ( and consequentiy tiie copy-right pro- 
tected by our courts ) till something b proved against it. 
It is a hardship to require a man to prove, either of his 
book, or of his private life, that there is no ground for 
any accusation ; or else to be denied the protection of his 
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country. The Burden of proof, in each case, lies faidy 
on the accuser. 

There is a '^ Presumption '* against any thing para- 
doxicaly i. e. contrary to the prevailing opin- 
ion : it may be true ; but the Burden of proof nmnat a 

. ... Paradox. 

lies with him who maintams it ; since men are 

not to be expected to abandon the prevailing belief till 

some reason is shewn. 

Hence it is probably that many are accustomed to ap- 
ply " Paradox "as if it were a term of reproach, and 
implied absurdity or falsity. But correct use is in favour 
of the etymological sense. If a Paradox is unsupported, 
it can claim no attention ; but if false, it should be cen 
sured on that ground ; not for being new : if true, it is 
tlie more important, for being a truth not generally admit- 
ted. " Interdum vulgus rectum videt ; est ubi peccat." 
Yet one often hears a charge of '' paradox and nonsense " 
brought forward, as if there were some close connexion 
between the two. And mdeed, in one sense this is the 
case ; for to those who are too dull, or too prejudiced to 
admit any nodon at variance with those they have been 
used to entertain (Tra^c^^^la''), that may appear nonsense, 
which to others is sound sense. Thus '^ Christ cruci- 
fied " was ^' to the Jews, a stumbling-block, (paradox,) 
and to the Greeks, foolishness ; " because the one ^^ re- 
quired a sign " of a different nature from any that appear- 
ed, and the others '^sought after wisdom" in their 
schools of philosophy. 

Accordingly there was a Presumption agabst the 

Gospel in its first announcement. A Jewish peasant 

claimed to be the promised Deliverer, in whom all the 

nations of the Earth were to be blessed. The Burden 

7» 
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of proof ky with Him. No one couH be fairly called 
on to admit his pretensions till He shewed cause for 
believing in Him. If He " had not done among them 
the works which none other man did, they had not had 
sin." 

JVbwj the case is reversed. Christianity exists ; and 
those who deny the divine origin attributed to it, are 
bound to shew some reasons for tissignlng to it a human 
origin : not bdeed to prove that it did originate in this 
or that way, without supernatural aid ; but to point out 
some conceivable way in which it might have so arisen. 

It is indeed highly expedient to bring forward eviden- 
ces to establish the divine origin of Christianity : but it 
ought to be more carefully kept in mind dian is done by 
most writers, that all this is an argument " ex abundan- 
ti," as the phrase is, — over and above what can fairly 
be called for, till some hypothesis shall be framed, to 
account for the origin of Christianity by human means. 
The Burden of proof note lies plmnly on him who re- 
jects the Gospel : which, if it were not established by 
miracles, demands an explanadon of the greater miracle, 
its having been established, in defiance of all opposition, 
by human contrivance. 

The Burden of proof, again, lay on the authors of 
the Reformation : they were bound to shew cause for 
every change they advocated ; and they admitted the 
fairness of this requisition, and accepted die challenge. 
But they were not bound to shew cause for retaining 
what they left unaltwed. The Presumption was, in 
those points, on their side ; and they had only to reply 
to objections. This important distinction is often lost 
sight of, by those who look at the " doctrines &c. of 
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the Church of England as constituted at the Reforma- 
tion, " in the mass, without distinguishing the altered 
from the unaltered parts. The firamers of the Articles 
k^t this in mind in their expression respecting infant- 
baptism, that it "oi^ht by all means to be retained." 
They did not mtroduce the practice, but left it as they 
found it ; considering the burden to lie on those who 
denied its existence in the primitive church, to shew 
when it did arise. 

The case of Episcopacy is exactly parallel : but 
Hooker seems to have overlooked this advantage : he 
sets himself to prove the apostolic origin of the institu- 
tion, as if Us task had been to introduce it. Whatever 
force there may be in arguments so adduced, it is plain 
they must have -far more force if the important Pre- 
sumption be kept in view, that the msdtution had noto- 
riously existed many ages, and that consequently, even 
if there had been no direct evidence for its being coeval 
with Christianity, it might fairly be at least supposed 
to be so, till some other period should be pointed out 
at which it had been introduced as an innovation. 

It is worth remarking, that a Presumption may be 
rtbutted by an opposite Presumption, so as 
to shift the Burden of proof to the other side. *• rMf***" 
E. g. Suppose you had advised the removal 
of some emeting restriction : you might be, in the first 
instance, called on lo take the Eurden of proof, and 
allege your reasons for the change, on die ground tliat 
there is a Presumption against every Change. But 
you might fairly rej^y, " true, but there is another Pre- 
sumption which rebuts the former ; every Restriction is 
in itself an evil ; and therefore diere is a Presumption 
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in favour of its removal, unless it can be shewn necessa- 
ry for prevention of iome greater evil : I am not bound 
to allege any specific inconvenience ; if the restriction 
is unnecessary^ that is reason enough for its abolition : 
its defenders therefore are fairly called on to prove its 
necessity." 

Thus much may suffice to shew the importance of 
taking this preliminary view of the state of each question 
to be discussed. ^ 

C 
§3. 

Matters of Opinion, ( as they are called ; i. e. where 
Matteraof ^® ^® ^^^ ^^^^ propcrfy to knowj but to 
oJl?iiom °^ j^S^') ^® established chiefly by Antecedent- 
probability; (Arguments of the first class, 
viz. from Cause to Eflfect, ) though the testimony (i. e. 
autliority) of wise men is also admissible ; past Facts, 
chiefly by Signs, of various kinds ; (that term, it must 
be remembered, including Testimony ; ) and future 
events, by Antecedent-probabilities, and Examples. 

Example, however, is not excluded from the proof 
of matters of opinion ; since a man'3 judgment in one 
case may be aided or corrected by an appeal to his 
judgment in another similar case. It is in this, way that 
we are directed, by the highest authority, to guide our 
judgment in those questions in which we are most liable 
to deceive ourselves ; viz. what, on each occasion, ought 
to be our conduct towards another ; we are directed to 
frame for ourselves a similar supposed case, by imi^in- 
ing ourselves to change places vdth our neiglibor, and 
then considering how, in that case, we should in fairness 
expect to be treated. 
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It happens more frequently, however, that, when in 
the discussion of matters of opmion, an Example is m* 
troduced, it is designed, not for Argument, but, strictly 
speaking, for Illustration; — not to prove the proposi 
tion in question, but to make it more clearly isnderstood"; 
e. g. the Proposition maintained by Cicero, (de Off. 
book iii.) is what may be accounted a matter of opinion ; 
viz. that ^' nothing is expedient which is dishonourable ; ** 
when then he adduces the Example of the ^^.j^i^nutory 
supposed design of Themistocles to bum the '^^f^^^ 
allied fleet, which he maintains, in contradiction tb Aris- 
tides, would have been inexpedient, because unjust, it 
is manifest, that we must understand the instance brought 
forward as no more than an Illustration of the genend 
principle he intends to establish ; since it would be a 
plain begging of the question to argtie from a particular 
assertion, which coidd only be admitted by those who 
assented to the general principle. 

It IS important to dbtinguish between these two uses 
of Example ; that, on the one hand we may not be led 
to mistake for an Argument such a one as tlie forego- 
ing ; and that on the other hand, we may not too hasti- 
ty chaj^e with sophistry him who adduces such a one 
simply with a view to explanation. 

It is also of the greatest consequence to distinguish 
between Examples ( of the mvented kind ) 
properly so called, i. e. wliich have the force ilS's^jf; 
of Arguments, and Comparisons mtroduced ^i«'*°«""^- 
for the ornament of Style, in the form, either 
of Simile, as it is called, or Metaphor. Not only is an 
ingenious Comparison often mistaken for a proof, though 
t be such as, when tried by the rules laid down here 



82 ELEMENTS OF RHETORIC. Pakt I. 

and in the treatise on Logic, affords no proof at all ; * 
but also on the other hand, a real and valid argument 
is not unirequeutly considered merely as an ornament 
of Style, if it happen to be such as to produce tliat 
effect; though there is evidently no reason why that 
should not be fair Analogical Reasoning, in which the 
new idea mtroduced by the Analogy chances to be a 
sublime or a pleasing one. £. g. '^ The efficacy of 
penitence, and piety, and prayer, in rendering the Deity 
propitious, is not irreconcileaUe with the immutability 
of his nature, and the steadmess of his purposes. It 
is not in man's power to alter the course of the sun ; 
but it is often in his power to cause the sun to shine or 
not to shine upon him ; if he withdraws from its beams, 
or spreads a curtain before him, the sun no longer shines 
upon him ; if he quits the shade, or removes the curtain, 
the light is restored to him ; and though no change is 
m the mean time effected in the heavenly luminary, but 
only in himself, the result is the same as if it were. 
Nor is tlie immutability of God any reason why the re- 
turning sinner, who tears a^^y the veil of prejudice or 
of indifference, should not agam be blessed with the 
simshine of divme favour." The image here introduced 
is ornamental, but the Argument is not the less perfect ;' 
since the case adduced fairly establishes the general 
principle required, that ^^a change effected in one of 
two objects havmg a certam relation to each other, may 

* The pleasure deriyed from taking in the author's meaning, when 
an ingenious Comparison is employed, (referred by Aristotle to the 
pleasure of the act of learning,) is so great, that the reader or hearer 
is apt to mistake his apprehension of this for a perception of a just 
and convincing analogy. See part iii. ch. 2. § 3. 
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iiave the same practical result as if it had taken place 
in the other."* 

The mistake m question is stiD more likely to occur 
when such an Argument is conveyed in a single term em- 
ployed metaphorically; as is generally the case where 
the allusion is common and obvious ; e. g. "we do not 
receive as the genuine doctrines of the primitive Church 
what have passed down the polluted stream of Romish 
tradition." The Argument here is not the less valid 
for being conveyed in the form of a Metaphor. 

The employment, in questions relating to the future, 
both of the Argument from Example, and of that from 
Cause to Effect, may be explained from what has been 
already said concerning the connexion between tliem; 
some Cause, whether known or not, being always sup* 
posed^ whenever an Example is adduced* /^ 

§ 4- 

"When Arguments of each of the two formerly-men- 
tioned classes are employed, those from Cause ^Jg^^JJ^J 
to Effect (Antecedent-probability) have usu- J,°^fJ* 
ally the precedence. precedence. 

Men are apt to listen with prejudice to the Argu- 
ments adduced to prove any thing which appears ab- 
stractedly improbable ; i. e. according to what has been' 
above laid jiown, unnatural^ or (if such an expression 
might be allowed) unplausible ; and this prejudice is to 
be removed by the Argument from Cause to Effect, 

*For an inBtance of a highly beautiful, and at the same time ar- 
gumentative comparison, see Appendix, [C] It appears to me that 
the passage printed in Italics affords a reason for thinking it probable 
that the causes of the Apostles* conduct are rightly assigned. 
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which thus prepares the way for the reception of the 
other Arguments ; e. g. if a man who bore a good 
character were accused of corruption, the sti-ongest 
evidence against him might avail little ; but if he were 
proved to be of a covetous disposition, this, though it 
would not alone be allowed to substantiate the crime, 
would have great weight in mducing his judges to lend 
an ear to the evidence. And thus, in what relates to 
the future also, the a priori Argument and Example, 
support each other, when thus used in conjunction ^ and 
in the order prescribed. A sufficient cause being es- 
tablished, leaves us still at liberty to suppose that there 
may be circumstances which will prevent the Effect 
from taking place ; but Examples subjoined shew that 
these circumstances do not, at least always, prevent 
that effect ; and on the other hand, Examples introduced 
at tlie &st, may be suspected of being exceptions to the 
general rule, (unless tliey are very numerous,) instead 
of being instances of it ; which an adequate cause pre- 
viously assigned will shew them to be. E. g. if any 
one had argued, from the temptations and opportunities 
occuring to a military commander, that Buonaparte was 
hkely to establish a despotism on the ruins of the French 
Republic, this Argument, by itself, would have left men 
at liberty to suppose that such a result would be pre- 
vented by a jealous attachment to liberty in the citi- 
zens, and a fellow-feeling of the soldiery with them ; 
then, the Examples of Csesar, and of Cromwell, would 
have proved, that such preventives are not to be trusted. 
Aristotle accordingly has remarked on the expediency 
of not placing Examples in the foremost rank of Argu- 
ments ; in wliich case, he says, a considerable number 
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would be requisite ; wfaereas, in confirmation^ even one 
will have much weight. This observation, however, 
he omits to extend, as be might have done, to Testi- 
mony and every other kind of Sign, to which it b no 
less applicable. 

Another reason for adhering to the order here pre- 
scribed is, that if the Argument from Cause to Effect 
were placed after die others, a doubt might often exist, 
whether we were engaged in provijng the point in ques- 
tion, or (assuming it as already proved) in seeking only 
to account for it; that Argument bemg, by the very 
nature of it, such as would account for the truth con- 
tended for, supposing it wqre granted. Constant care, 
therefore, is requisite to guard agamst any confusion or 
mdistinctness as to tlie object in each case proposed; 
whether that be, when a proposition b admitted, to 
assign a cause which does account for it, (which is one 
of the classes of Propositions formerly noticed,) or, 
when it is not admitted, to prove it by an Argument of 
that kind which would account for it, if it were granted. 

With a view to the Arrangement of Arguments, no 
rule b of nu>re importance than the one now under con- 
sideration ; and Arrangement b a more important point 
than b generally supposed; indeed it is not perhaps 
of less consequence in Rhetoric than in the Military 
Art; in which it is well known, that with an equality 
of forces, in numbers, courage, and every other point, 
die manner in which they are drawn up, so as either to 
afford mutual supports or, on the other hand, even to 
impede and annoy each other, may make the difference 
of victory or defeat. 
8 
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E. g. in the statement of the Evidences of our Re- 
ligion, so as to give them their just weight, much de- 
pends on the Order in which they are placed. The 
Antecedent probability that a Reveladon should be 
given to man, and that it should be established by mira- 
cles, all would aUow to be, considered by itself, in the 
absence of strong direct testimony, utterly insufficient to 
establish the Conclusion. On the other hand, miracles, 
considered abstractedly, as represented to have occurred 
without any occasion or reason for them being assigned, 
carry, with them such a strong intrinsic improbability as 
could not be wholly surmounted even by such evidence 
as would fully establish any other matters of fact. But 
the evidences of the former class, however inefficient 
alone towards the establishment of the Conclusion, have 
very great weight in preparing the mind for receiving 
the other Arguments; which again, though they would 
be listened to with prejudice if not so supported, will 
then be allowed their just weight. The writers in de- 
fence of Christianity have not always attended to this 
principle ; and their opponents have often availed them- 
selves of the knowledge of it, by combating in detail, 
Arguments, the combined force of which would have 
been irresistible.* They argue respecting the credibil- 
ity of the Christian miracles, abstractedly, as if they were 
msulated occurrencefs, mthout any known or conceivable 
purpose ; as e. g. " what testimony is sufficient to estab- 
lish the belief that a dead man was restored to life ?" 
and then they proceed to shew that the probability of 
a Revelation, abstractedly considered, is not such at 

See § 4. ch. 2. 
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least as to establish the fact that one has been given. 
Whereas, if it were first proved ( as may easily be done) 
merely that there is no such abstract improbability of a 
Revelation as to exclude the evidence in &vour of it, 
and that if one were given, it might be expected to be 
supported by miraculous evid^ice, then, just enou^ 
reason would be assigned for the occurrence of miracles, 
not indeed to establish them, but to allow a fair hearii^ 
for the Arguments by which they are proved. * 

The importance attached to the Arrangement of Ar- 
guments by the two great rival orators of Ath- 

XlDportAIIC9 

ens, may serve to illustrate and enforce what of Amng»- 

meat. 

has been said, ^schines strongly urged the 
judges (in the celebrated contest. concerning the crown) 
to confine his adversary to the same order, in his reply 
to the charges brought, which he himself had observed 
in bringing them forward. Demosthenes however was 
fa: too skilful to be thus entrapped ; and so much impor- 
tance does he attach to this point, that he opens his 
speech, with a most solemn appeal to the Judges for 
an impartial hearing : which implies, he says, not only a 
rejection of prejudice, but no less, also, a permission for 
each speaker to adopt whatever Arrangement he should 
think fit. And accordingly he proceeds to adopt one 
very different firom that which his antagonist had laid 
down; for he was no less sensible than his rival, that 
the same Arrangement which is the most favourable to 
one side, is likely to be the least favourable to the 
other. 

* See Paley*s Pvidenees, Introd. 
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It is to be retnembefed however, that the rules which 
have been girea respecting the Order in which different 
kinds of Argument should be arranged, relate only to 
the different kinds of Arguments adduced in support of 
each separate Proposition ; since of course the refuta* 
tioD of an opposed assertion^ effected by means of Signs, 
may be followed by an o priori Argument in favour 
of our own Condusion ; and the like in many other 
such cases. 

§ 6. 

A Propositioh that is iBtU known ( whether easy to be 
Wbea the ^tablished or not ) and which contains nothing 
whSf'th**"*' P^cularly offensive, should m general be 
^'!!L'idMme stated at once, and the Proofs subjoined ; but 
if it be not familiar to the hearers, and espe* 
cially if it be likely to be imocceptable, it is usually bet- 
ter to state the Arguments &st, or at least some of them, 
and then introduce the Conclusion. 

There is no question relating to Arrangement, more 
unportant than the present ; and it is therefore the more 
unfortunate that Cicero, who possessed so much practi- 
Old skill, should have laid down no rule on this pokit, 
( though it is one which evidently had engaged his at- 
tention,) but should content himself with saying that 
sometimes he adopted the one mode and sometimes the 
other, * ( which doubtless he did not do at random, with- 
out distinguishing the cases in which each' is to be pre 
ferred, and laying down principles to guide our decision. 
Aristotle also, when he lays down the two great heads 

•/>e Orat. 
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into which a speech is divisible, the Proposition and the 
Proof,* is equally silent as to the order in which they 
should be placed ; though he leaves it to be understood, 
from his manner of speaking, that the Conclusion (or 
Question) is to be first stated, and then the Prenuses, 
as in Mathematics. This indeed is the usual and natu- 
ral way of speaking or writbg ; viz. to begin by declar- « 
ing your Opinion, and then to subjoin the Reasons for 
it. But there are many occasions on which it will be 
of the highest consequence to reverse this plan. It will 
sometimes give an offensively dogmatical air to a Com- 
position, to begin by advancing some new and unex- 
pected assertion*; though sometimes again this may be 
advisable, when the Arguments are such as can be well 
relied on, and the principal object is to excite attention, 
and awaken curiosity. And accordingly, with this view, 
it is not unusual to present some doctrine, by no means 
really novel, in a new and paradoxical shape. But 
when the Conclusion to be established is one likely to* 
hurt the feelings and offend the prejudices of the hearers, 
it is essential to keep out of sight, as much as possible, 
the^ point to which we are tending, till the principles 
from which it is to be deduced shall have been clearly 
established ; because men listen with prejudice, if at all, 
to Arguments that are avowedly leading to a Conclusion 
which they are indisposed to admit ; whereas if we thus, 
as it were, mask the battery, they will not be -able to 
shelter them|Aies from the discharge. The observance 
accordmgly; imp 'neglect, of this lule, will often make the 
difference of success or failure. 

*/{Aet. bookili. 

8* 
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It may be observed, that if the Proposition to be 
maintained be such as the bearers are likely to regard 
as insignifieanty the queHion should be at first si:q)press- 
ed r but if there be any thing offensive to their preju- 
dices, the quesHon may be stated, but the decision of 
it, for a time, kept back. 

And it will often be advisable to advance very grad- 
ually to the full statement of the Proposition reqinred, 
and to prove it, if one may so speak, by instahnents; 
establishmg separately, and* in order, each part of tbe 
truth in question. It is thus diat Aristotle establishes 
many of his doctrines, and among others his ddSnition of 
Happiness, in the beginning of the M^comaehean Ethics, 
he first proves in what it does not consist, and tlien 
establishes, one by one, the several points which together 
constitute his notion. 

Thus again, Paley (in his Evidences) first proves that 
the apostles, &c. suffered ; next, that they encountered 
their suSenngs knomngly ; then, that it was for their 
testimony that they suffered ; then, that the event? they 
testified were miraculous ; then, that those events were 
t)ie same as are recorded in our books ; &c. &c. 

It is often expedient, sometimes unavoidable, to loaive 
Waiving a for the present, some question or portion of a 

question. . ... . . • « • ■ 

question, while our attention is occupied with 
another point. Now it cannot be too carefully kept in 
mind, that it is a common mistake with inaccurate rea- 
soners (and a mistake which is studipusljf %ept up by an 
artful sophist) to suppo3e that what is thus waived is 
altogether given up. " Such a one does not attempt 
to prove this or that ; " "he does not deny so and so : ** 
"he tacidy admits that such and such may be the 
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case; " &c. are expressions which one may often hear 
triumphantly employed, on no better grounds. And 
yet it is very common in Mathematics for a question to 
be waived in this manner. Euclid, e. g. first asserts and 
proves, that the exterior angle of a triangle is greater 
dian either of the interior opposite angles ; without being 
able to determine at once, how mitch greater; — and. 
that any two angles of a triangle are less than two right 
angles ; toaivingy for the present, the question, how much 
less : he is enabled to prove, at a more advanced stage, 
diat die exterior angle is equal to the two interior oppo- 
site angles tc^etber ; and that all the three angles of a tri- 
angle are equal to two right angles. 

The only remedy is, to state distinctly and repeatedly 
that you do not abandon as untenable such and suc^ a 
position, which you are not at present occupied in main- 
taining ; — that you are not to be understood as admitting 
the truth of this or that, though you do not at present 
undertake to disprove it. C 

§6. 

If the Argument a priori has been introduced in die 
proof of the main Proposition in question, there ^^^^^ ^^^^^ 
will generally be no need of afterwards adduc- ^J^^rSt 
ing Causes to account for die truth establish- *"^ ^^' 
ed; (smce that will have been already done in the 
course of the argument;) on the other hand, it will 
often be advisable to do this, when Arguments of the 
other class have alone been employed. 

For it is in every case agreeable and satisfactory, and 
may often be of great utility, to explain, where it can be 
done, the Causes which produce an Efiect that is itself 
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already admitted to exist. But it must be remembered 
that it is of great importance to make it clearly appear 
which object is, in each case, proposed ; whether to es-> 
tablish the fact, or to account for it ; smce otherwise we 
may often be supposed to be employing a feeble Argu- 
ment. For that which is a satisfactory explanation of 
an admitted fact, will firequently be such as would be 
very msufficient to prove it, supposmg it were doubted. 

§7. 
Refutations of Objections should generally be placed 
in the midst of the other Arguments, but near- 

ReAitation. , i • . , , j 

er the begmnmg than the end. 

If indeed very strong objections have obtained much 
currency, or have been just stated by an opponent, so 
that what is asserted is likely to be regarded as paradox- 
ical, it may be advisable to be^ with a Refutation ; 
but when this is not the case, the mention of Objections 
in the opening will be likely to give a paradoxical air to 
our assertion, by implying a consciousness that much 
may be said against it. If again aU mention of Objec- 
tions be deferred till the last, tlie other Arguments will 
often be listened to with prejudice by those who may 
suppose us to be overlooking what may be urged on the 
other side. 

Sometimes indeed it will be difficult to give a sat- 
isfactory Refutation of the opposed Opinions till we 
have gone through the aipiments in support of our own : 
even in that case however it will be better to take some 
brief notice of them early in the Composition, with a 
promise of afterwards considering them more fuUy, and 
lefiitii^ them. This is Aristotle's usual procedure. 
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A sopjiistical use is often made of this last n^, when 
tlie Objections are such as cannot redly be sadsfac- 
torily answered. The skilful Sophist will often, by 
the promise of a triumphant Rrfutation hcaeafier, gain 
attention to bis own statement ; which, if it be made 
plausible, will so (kaw off the hearer's attention from 
the ObjectiojQs, that a very inadequate fulfilraem of 
that promise wjU pass unnoticed, and due weight will 
not be allowed to the ObjecticMis. 
* It may be worth remarking, that Refutation will often 
occasion the kittoductioa of fiesh Propositions; i. e. 
we may have to disprove Propositions, whiph though 
mccttnpatible with the pnnc^ai one to be maintained, 
will not be directly contradictory to it ; e. g. Burke, 
in order to the establishment of his theory of beauty, 
refutes the other theories which have been advanced 
by those who place it in '' fitness " for a certain end^ 
in " proportion *' — in *' perfectitMa," &c.; and Dr. A* 
Smith, in his Theory of Moral SemHtnenUy combats 
the opinion of those who make '^ expediency the test 
of virtue " — of the advocates of a ^^ Moral sense," &c 
which doctrines respectively are at variance with those 
of these authors, and imply, though they do not express, 
a contradiction of them. 

Though I am at present treating principally of the 
proper collocation of Refutation, some remarks on the 
conduct of it will not be unsuitable in ihb place. In 
the first place, it is to be observed that there is (as 
Aristotle remarks, Rhet, book ii. apparently in opposi- 
tion to some former writers) no distinct class of refuta- 
tory Arguments ; since they become such merely by 
the circumstances under which they aie employed 
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There are two ways in which any Proposition may be 
Two modM refuted ; * first, by proving the contradictory 
of refuting, ^f j^ . secondly, by overthrowmg the Argu- 
ments by which it has heea supported. The forme'* 
of these is less stricdy and properly called Refutation, 
being only accidentaUy such, since it might have been 
employed equally well had the opposite Argument 
never existed ; and in fact it will often happen that a 
Proposition maintained by one author mi^ be in this 
way refuted by another, who had nev^ heard of his Ar- 
guments. Thus Pericles is represented by Thucydides 
as proving, in a speech to the Athenians, the probabil- 
ity of thehr success agsunst the Peloponnesians, and thus, 
virtually, refuting the speech of the Corinthian ambas- 
sador at Sparta, who had laboured to shew the proba- 
bility of their speedy downfalf. In fact, every one 
who argues in favour of any Conclusion is virtually re- 
fiitmg, in this way, the opposite Conclusion^ 

But the character of Refutation more strictly belongs 
to the other mode of proceeding, viz. m which a refer- 
ence is made, and an answer given, to some specific 
Arguments in favour of the opposite Conclusion. This 
Refutadon may consist either m the denial of one of the 
Premises^ or an objection against the concluHveness of 
the reasoning. And here it is to be observed that the 
objection is often supposed, firom the moile in which it 

* ^AvuayXkoyiagAbg and %v(TTacn>g of Aristotle, book ii. 

t The speeches indeed appear to be in g^reat part the composition 
of the historian : but he professes to give the substance of what was 
either actually said, or Hkdy to be said, on each occasion ; and the 
Arguments urged in the speeches now in question are undoubtedly 
such as the respective speakers would be likely to employ. 
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is expressed, to belong to this last class, when perhaps 
it does not, but consists in the contradiction of a Prem- 
iss ; for it is very c(mimon to say, " I admit your prin- 
ciple, but deny that it leads to such a consequence ; " 
i< the assertion is true, but it has no force as an Argu- 
ment to prove that Conclusion ; " this sounds like an 
objection to the Reasoning itself, but it will not unfre- 
quently be found to amount only to a denial of the sup- 
pressed Premiss of an Enthymeme ; the assertion which 
is admitted being only the expressed Premiss, whose 
force as an Argument must of course depend on the 
other Premiss, which is understood.* Thus Warburton 
admits that in the Law of Moses the doctrine of a 
future state was not revealed ; but contends that this, so 
far from disproving, as the Deists pretend, his Divine 
mission does, on the contrary, establish it. But tlie 
objection is not to the Deist's Argument properly so 
called, but to the other Premiss, which they so hastily 
took for granted, and which he disproves, viz. " that a 
divinely-commissioned Lawgiver would have been sure 
to reveal that doctrine." The objection is then only 
properly said to lie against the Reasoning itself, when 
it is shewn that, granting all that is assumed on the 
other side, whether expressed or understood, still the 
Conclusion contended for would not follow from the 
Premises ; either on account of some ambiguity in /the 
Middle Term, or some other fault of that class. (See r 
Logic, chapter on Fallacies*) ' — 

* It has been remarked to me by an intelligent friend, that in 
common discourse the word ** Principle '* is usually employed to 
designate the tnajar premiss of an Argument, and ^* Reason/* the 
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It may be proper in this place to remaric, that '^ Indi- 
rect Reasoning" is sometimes confounded 
Lt'diwtV with " Refutation," or supposed to be pecu* 
liarly connected with it ; which is not die 
case; either Direct or Indirect Reas(»iing being em- 
ployed indifierently, for Refutation, as well as for any 
other purpose. The application of the term '^elenc- 
tic," (from iliyx^^^ to refute or disprove,) to Indirect 
Arguments, has probably contributed to this confusion ; 
*;;vhich, however, principally arises from the very circum- 
stance that occasioned such a use of that term ; viz. 
that in the Indirect method the absurdity or falsity of a 
Proposition (opposed to our own) is proved ; and hence 
is suggested the idea of an adversary mamtuning that 
Proposition, and of the Refutation of that adversary 
being necessarily accomplished in this way. But it 
should be remembered, that Euclid and other mathema- 
ticians, though they can have no opponent to refute, 
often employ the Indirect Demonstration ; and that on 
the other hand, if the contradictory of an opponent's 
Premiss can be satisfactorily proved in die Direct 
method, the Refutation is sufficient. It is true, how- 
ever, that while, in Science, the Direct method is eon^ 
sidercd preferable, in Controversy, the Indirect is often 
adopted by choice, as it affords an opportunity for hold- 
ing up an opponent to scorn and ridicule, by deducing 
some very absurd conclusion from the principles he 
maintains, or according to the mode of arguing he em* 
ploys. Nor indeed can a fallacy be so clearly exposed 
to the unlearned reader in any other way. For it is no 
easy matter to explain, to one ignorant of Logic, the 
grounds on which you object to an inconclusive argii- 
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ment ; though lie will be a^Ie to perceive its coiTespon-> 
dence with another brought forward to illustrate it, in 
which an absurd conclusion may be introduced, as drawn 
from true premises. ^ r 

It is evident that dtber the Premiss of an opponent, 
or his ConclusioD, may be disproved, either in PKyi„|too 
the Direct, or in the Indirect method ; i. e. ""***• 
either by proving the truth of the Contradictory, or by 
shewing that an absurd conclusion may fairly be deduc- 
ed from the proposition in question: when thi» latter 
mode of refutadon is adopted widi respect to the Prem- 
iss, the phr&se by which this procedure is usually de- 
signated, is, that the '< Argument proves too much;" 
J. e. that it proves, besides the c(»iclusiott drawn, another, 
which is manifestly inadmissible ; e. g. the Argument by 
which Dr. Campbell labours to prove that every correct 
Syllogism must be nugatory, as mvolving a ^^petitio 
prineifnif^' proves, if admitted at all, more thm he in- 
tended ; since it msqr easily be shewn to be equally 
applicable to all Reasoning whatever. 

It is worth remarking, that that which is in substance 
sm Indir)9ct argument, may easily be altered in form so as 
to be stated in the Direct mode. For, strictly speakmg, 
that is Indirect reasoning in which we assume as true the 
Proposition whose Contradictory it is our object to prove 
and deducing regularly from it an absurd Conchisbn, 
infer theilce thiil the Premiss in question is false ; tlie 
alternative proposed in aU correct reasoning bemg either 
to adnut the Conclusion, or to deny one of the Premises ; 
but by adoptffig the form of a Destructive Conditional, ^ 

* See Logic. 
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the saiue argument as this, in substance, may be stated 
directly. E. g. we may say, " let it be admitted, that 
no testimony can satisfactorily establish such a fact as is 
not agreeable to our experience; thence it will follow 
that the Eastern Prince judged wisely and righdy, in at 
once rejecting, as a manifest falsehood, the account given 
him of the phenomenon of ice ; but he was evidently 
mistaken in so doing ; therefore the Principle assumed is 
unsound. " Now the substance of this Argument remain- 
ing the same, the form of it may be so altered as to make 
die Argument Direct ; viz. ^^if it be true that no testi- 
mony, &c. that Eastern Prince must have judged wisely, 
&c. but he did not ; therefore that Principle is not true." 
"^ Universally mdeed a Conditional Proposidon may be 
regarded as an assertion of the validity of a 

Character of , . 

oonditionai ccrtam Argument : the Antecedent correspond- 

propoflitions. . i »^ . i % ^ 

mg to the Premises, and the Consequent to 
the Conclusion ; and neither of them being asserted as 
true, only the dependence of the one on the other ; the 
alternative then is, to admit the Consequent, (which forms 
the Constructive Syllogism, ) or to deny the Antecedent ; 
which forms the Destructive ; and the fonner according- 
ly corresponds to Direct reasoning, the latter to Indirect ; 
being, as has been said, a mode of stating it in the Di- 
rect form ; as is evident from the examples adduced. ^ 
The difference between these two modes of stating 
rronicai ef- ^"^^ *"* Argument is considerable, when there 
fwUr^?^' is a long chain of reasoning; for when we 
*"*""* employ the Categorical form, and assume as 
true the Premises we design to disprove, it is evident we 
must be speaking ironically, and in the character, assum- 
ed for the moment, of an adversary ; when, on the con- 
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trary, we use the hypothetical fonn, there is no irony. 
Butler's Analogy is an instance of the latter procedure ; 
he contends that if such and such objections are admis- 
sible against Religion, they must be applied equally to 
the constitution and course of Nature. Had he, 6n the 
other hand, assumed, for the argument's sake, that such 
objections i^ainst Reli^n art valid, and had thence 
proved the condition of the natural world to be totally 
different from what we see it to be, his arguments, which 
would have been thie same in substance, would have 
assumed an ironical form. This form has been adopted 
by Burke in his celebrated Defence of MlUwral Societyy 
by a late noble Lord;* b which, assuming the person 
of Bolingiuroke, he proves, according to the principles of 
that author, that the arguments he brought against eccle- 
siastical, would equally lie gainst civil, mstitutions. 

It is in some respects a recommendation of this latter 
method, and in others an objection to it, that the sophis 
try of an adversary will often be exposed by it in a ludu 
crous point of view ; and this, even where no such effect 
is designed ; the very essence of jest being its mimic 

* This is an Argament from Jhtalogyftm well as Bishop Butler's, 
though not relating to the same point; Butler's being a defence of 
the Doctrines of Religion ; Burke's of its Institutions and practical 
ef&cts. A defence of the Evidences of our religion, (the third point 
against which objections have been urged,) on a similar plan with 
the work of Burke just mentioned, and consequently, like that, in 
an ironical form, I attempted a few years ago, in a pamphlet, (publish- 
ed anonymously merely for the preservation of its ironical character,) 
whose object was to shew, that objections, ( historic-doubts,) similar 
to those brought against the Scripture-history, and much more plau- 
sible, might be urged against all the received accounts of Napoleon 
Buonaparte. 
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sophistry.* This will often give additional force to the 
Argument, by the yivid impression which ludicrous ima- 
ges produce ; f but again, it will not unfrequently have 
this disadvantage, that weak men, perceiving the wit, are 
apt to conclude that notUng but wit is designed, and lose 
sight perhaps of a solid and convincing Ai^umeat, which 
they regard as no more than a good joke. Havii^ been 
warned that ^'ridicule is not the test of truth,'' and ^' that 
wisdom and wit " are not the same thing, they distrust 
every thing that can poss3)ly be r^arded as witty; not 
havmg judgment to perceive the combination, when it 
occurs, of wit veith sound Reasoning. The ivy-wreath 
completely conceals from their view the point of the 
Danger of ThjTsus. And moTeover if such a mode of 
iwoy- Aliment be employed on serious subjects, 

the ^^ weak brethren " are sometimes scandalized by what 
appears to them a profanation ; not having discernment 
to perceive when it is that the ridicule does, and when it 
does not, affect the solemn subject itself. But for the 
respect paid to Holy Writ, the taunt of Elijah against the 
prophets of Baal would probably appear to such persons 
irreverent. And the caution now implied will appear 
the more important, when it is considered how large a 
majority they are, who, in this point, come under the 
description of ''weak brethren." He that can laugh at 
what is ludicrous, and at the same time preserve a clear 

* See Logic, Chapter on Fallacies f at the conclusion. 
\ Discit enim citius, meminitque libentius illud 
Quod quis deridet, quam qaod probat et Teneratur. 

Hor. Ep. i. b. 2. 
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discernment of sound and unsound Reasonbg, is no ordi- 
™«yman.. £^ 

h may be observed generally, that too much stress is 
often laid, especiaUy by unpractised Reasoners, on Ref- 
utation; (in the strictest and narrowest sense, i. e. of 
Objections to the Premises, or to the Reasoning,) they 
are apt both to expect a Refutation where none can fairly 
be expected, and to attribute to it, when satisfactorily 
made out, more than it really accomplishes. 

For first, not only specious, but real and solid Argu- 
ments, such as it would be difficult or impossi- 

, Unanswer- 

ble to refute, may be urged against a Proposi- «we »r««- 
tion which is nevertheless true, and may be JgJJ**" ****** 
satisfactorily established by a preponderance of 
probability. It is m strictly scientific Reasoning alone 
diat all the Arguments which lead to a false Conclusion 
must be fdlacious : in what is called moral or probable 
Reasoning, there may be sound Arguments and valid 

* There seem to be some persons so constituted as to be incapable 
of comprehending the plainest irony ; though they have not in other 
points any corresponding weakness of intellect. The humourous 
satirical pamphlet (attributed to an eminent literary character ) enti- 
tled "Advice to a Reviewer, " I have known persons read without 
perceiving that it was ironical. And the same, with the '< Historic 
Doubts " lately refbrred to. 

There is also this danger in the use of Irony ; -that sometimes when 
titles, in themselves favourable, are applied (or their application re- 
tained) to any set of men, in bitter scorn, they will then sometimes be 
enabled to appropriate such titles in a serious sense; the ironical 
force gradually evaporating. I mean, such titles as " Orthodox," 
"Evangelical," "Saints," "Reformers," "Liberals," "Political 
Economists," &c. The advantage thus given may be illustrated by 
the story of the cocoa-nuts in Sinbad the Sailor^s fiflh voyage. 
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objections on both sides.* £. g. it maj be shewn that 
each of.two contending parties has some reason to hope 
for success ; and this, by irrefragable Arguments on both 
sides ; leading to Conclusions which are not ( strictly 
speaking) contradictory to each other; for though only 
one part}*- can obtain the victory, it may be tru^ that 
each has some reason to expect it. The real question in 
such cases b, which event is the more probable; — en 
which side the evidence preponderates. Now k often 
happens that the inexperienced Reasoner, thinking it 
necessary that every objection should be satisfactorily 
answered, will have his attention drawn . off from the 
arguments of the opposite side, and will be occupied per- 
haps in making a weak defence, while victcnry was b his 
hands. The objection perhaps may be unanswerable, 
and yet may safely be allowed, if it can be -shewn that 
more and weightier objections lie against every other 
supposition. This is a most important caution for those 
who arc studying the Evidences of Religion. Let the 
opposer of them be called on, instead of confining him- 
self to detached cavils, and saying, how do you answer 
this ? and how do you explain that ? to frame some con- 
sistent hypothesis to account for the introduction of Chris- 
tianity by human means ; and then to consider whether 
there are more or fewer difficulties in his h}rpothesi6 than 
ill the other. 

On tlie other hand, one may often meet with a sophis- 
tical refutation of objections, consisting in counter-objec- 
tions urged against something else which is taken for 

• " There are objectionfl against a PZenum, and objections against a 
Vacuum ; bat one of them must be true.*' Johnson. 



Chap.III. §7. OF CONVICTION.. 103 

granted to be, though it is not, the tnly aUemative, 
E. g. objections against an unlimited Monarchj may be 
Diet by a glowbg description of the horrors of tli3 mob- 
gOYemment of the Athenian and Rom.ui Republics. If 
air exclusive attention to mathematical pursuits be object- 
ed to, it may be answered by deprecating the exclusion 
of such studies. It is thus that a man commonly replies 
to the censure passed on any vice he is addicted to, by 
representing some other vice as worse ; e. g. if he is 
blamed for being a sot, he dilates on the greater enormi- 
ty of being a thief; as if there were any need he should 
be either. This fallacy may be stated logically, as a 
Disjunctive Hypothetical with the Major false. 

Secondly, the force of a Refutation is often over-rated : 
an Argument wluch is satisfactorily answered orwr-Mti- 
ought merely tjogofor nothing : it is possible S^ce^wi. 
that Ae Conclusion drawn may nevertheless be ^*^^' 
true : yet men are apt to take for granted that the Conclu- 
sion itself is disproved, when the Arguments brought for- 
ward to establish it have been satisfactorily refoted ; assum- 
mg, when perhaps there is no ground for the assumption, 
that these are all the Arguments that could be urged.* 



r 



• ** Attotiier form of ignoroHo denehif ( irrelevant conclusion, ) 
^^ which 19 rather the more aerviceable on the side of the respondent, 
is, to prove or disprove somepart of that which ia required, and dwell 
on thatf suppressing all the rest. 

" Thus if a University is charged with cultivating only the mere 
elements of Mathematics, and in reply a list of the books studied 
there is produced, should even any one of those hooks be not demen- 
tery, Ae charge is in fairness refuted; but the Sophist may then 
earnestly contend that some of those books are elementary ; and thus 
keep out of sight the real question, to2. whether they are oZZ so. 
This is the great art of the ansioerer of a hook : suppose the main po- 
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This may be considered as the faDacy of denying the 
Consequ^it of a Cond4tional Proposidon, from the Ante- 
cedent naving been denied : ^' if such and such an Aipi- 
ment be admitted^ the Assertion in question is true ; but 
that Argument is inadmissible; therefore the Jissertion 
is not true.** Hence the injury done to any cause by a 
weak advocate ; the cause itself appearing to the vulgar 
to be overthrown, when the Arguments brou^t forward 
are answered.* 



mtioiiB in any work to be irrefragable, it will be strange if some illoii- 
tration of them, or some subordinate part in short, will not admit of a 
plausible objection ; the opponent then joins issue on one of these in- 
ddental questions, and comes forward with " a Reply *' to such and 
such a work." Logic, pp. 178,179, § 18. Another expedient which 
atuwerert sometimes resort to, and which is less likely to remain 
permanently undetected, is to garble a book ; exhibiting statements 
without their explanations, — conclusions without their proofii, — 
and passages brought together out of their original order; — so as to 
produce an appearance of falsehood, confusion, or inconclusiyeness. 
The last and boldest step is for the " answerer " to make some false 
statement or absurd remark, and then frther it upon the author. 
And even this artifice will sometimes succeed for a time, because 
many persons do not suspect that any one would venture upon it 
Agrsin, it is no uncommon manoeuvre of a dexterous sophist, when 
there is some argument, statement, scheme, &c. which he cannot di 
rectly defeat, to assent with seeming cordiality, but with some ezcep 
tion, addition, or qualification, (as e. g. an additional clause in aa 
Act,) which, though seemingly unimportant, shall entirely nullify 
all the rest. This has been humourously compared to the trick 
of the pilgrim in the well-known tale, who took the liberty to boil 
his pease. 

* ** Hence the danger of ever advancing more than can be well 
maintained ; since the refutation of that will often quash the whole * 
a gnU^ person may often escape by having too much laid to his 
charge ; so he may also by having too much evidence against lum, 
i. e. some that is not in itself satisfactory : thus, a prisoner may 
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On the same principle is fouod^d a most important 
maxim, that it is not only the lairest, but also the wbest 
plan, to ^ate Objections in their full force ; at least, 
wherever there does exist a satitfactory answer to them ; 
otherwise» those who hear them stated more strongly 
than by the nncandid advocate who had undertaken to 
repel theio, will naturally enough conclude that they are 
unanswen^le. It is but a momentary and ineffective 
triumph that can be obtained by manoeuvres like those of 
Turnus's charioteer, who furiously chased the feeble 
straglers of the army, and evaded the main frooit of the 
. battle. 

And when the objections urged are not only unan- 
swerable, but (what is more) dedrivey — when some 

sometimes obtain acquittal by shewing that one of the witnesses 
sigainst him is an infamous informer and spy ; though perhaps if that 
part of the evidence had been omitted, the rest would have been suf- 
ficient for conviction. Logic, p. 178. , 

The nuudm here laid down, however, applies only to those causes 
in which, (waiving the consideration of honesty,) first, it is wished to 
produce not merely a temporary, but a lasting impression, and that, 
on readers or hearers of some judgment; and secondly, wheve there 
really are some toeighty arguments to be urged. When no charge 
e. g. can really be substantiated, and yet it is desired to produce some 
present effect on the unthinking, there may be room for the application 
of the proverb, '* Slander stoutly, and something will stick :" the vul- 
gar are apt to conclude, that where a great deal is said, someUumg must 
be true ; and many are fond of that lazy contrivance for saving the 
trouble of thinking, — <' splitting the difference;" imagining that 
they shew a laudable caution in beiieviAg only a part of what is said. 
And thus a malignant B(^hist may gain such a temporary advantage 
by the multiplicity of his attacks, as the rabble of combatants described 
by Homer sometimes did by their showers of javelins, which encum 
bered and weighed down the shield of one of his heroes, though they 
could not penetrate it. 



5f 
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argument tbat has been adduced, or some portion of a 
system, &c. is perceived to be reaUy unsound, it is the 
wisest way fairly and fully to confess this, and abandon 
It altogether. There are many who seem to make it a ' 
point of honour never to yield a single point, — never to 
retract : or, if compelled to do this, ^' to back out " (as 
the phrase is) of an untenable position, so as to display 
tlieir reluctance to make any concession; as if their credit 
was staked on preserving unbroken the talisman ot pro- 
fessed infallibility. But there is litde wisdom (the ques- 
tion of honesty is out of the province of this treatise) in 
such a procedure; which in fact is very liable to cast a 
suspicion on that which is really sound, when it appe^^ 
that the advocate is ashamed to abandon what b unsound. 
And such an honest avowal as I have been recommend- 
ing, though it may raise at first a feeble and brief shout 
of exultation, will soon be followed by a general and 
mcreasing mu^ur of approbation. Uncandid as the 
world often is, it seldom fails to applaud the magnanim- 
ity of confessing a defect or a mistake, and to reward it 
with an increase of confidence. Indeed this mcreased 
confidence is often rashly bestowed, by a kind of over- 
generosi^ in the Public: which is apt too hastily to con- 
sider the confession of an error as a proof of universal ' 
smcerity. Some of the most skilful sophists accordingly 
avail themselves of this ; and gain evidence for much 
that is false, by acknowledging with an air of frankness 
some one mistake ; which, like a tub thrown to the 
whale, they sacrifice for the sake of persuadmg us that 
they have committed only one error. I fear it can hard- 
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ly be affirmed as yet, that '^ this trick has been so long 
used ill controversy, as to be ahnost worn out/'* 

§8. 

It is important to observe, that too earnest and elabo- 
rate a refutation of arguments which are really Tooema* 
insignificant, or which their opponent wishes '^'•^*«* 
to represent as such, will fi*equently have the effect of 
giving .them importance. Whatever is slightly noticed, 
and afterwards passed by with contempt, many readers 
and hearers will very often conclude (sometimes for no 
other reason) to be really contemptible. But if thqr 
are assured of this again and again with great earnestness, 
they often begm to doubt it. They see the respondent 
plying artillery and musketry, — bringing up horse ai:d 
foot to the charge ; and conceive that what is so vehe- 
mendy assailed must possess great strmigth. One of 
his refutations might perhaps have left them perfectly 
convinced, and all of them together, leave them in doubt. 

But it is not to Refutation alone that this principle 
will apply. In other cases also it may happen 
(paradoxical as it is at first sight) that it shall be ]^^>^ 
possible, and dangerous, to write too forcibly. 
When indeed the point maintamed is one which most 
persons admit or are disposed to admit, but which they 
are prone to lose sight of, or to underrate in respect of 
its importance, or not to dwell on with an attention suffi- 
ciently practical, that is just the occasion which calls on 
us to put forth all our efforts in setdng it forth in the 
most forcible manner possible. Yet even here, it is 

* See defence of Oxford, Second Reply, p. 95. 
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often necessaoy to caution the hearers against imagming 
that a point is diffieuU to establish because its importance 
leads us to dwell very much on it. Some e. g. are apt 
to suppose, from the copious and elaborate arguments 
vfiich have been urged in defence of the authenticity of 
the Christian Scriptures, that these are books whose 
authenticity is harder to be established than that of other 
supposed-anciefit works ; * whereas the fact is, in the 
very Mghest degree, the reverse. The importance, and 
die difficulty^ of proving any point, are very apt to be 
confounded together. We bar the doors carefully, not 
itaerely when we expect a formidable attack, but when 
we have treasure in the house. But when any principle 
is to be established, which, diough in itself capable of 
bemg made evident to the humblest capacity, yet has 
been long and generally overlooked, and to wMch estab- 
lished prejudices are violently opposed, it will sometimes 
happen that to set forth the absurdity of such prejudices 
in the strongest point of view, (though in language per- 
fectly decent and temperate,) and to demonstrate the con- 
clusion, ov^r and over, so clearly and forcibly that it shall 
seem the most palpable folly or dishonesty to deny it, 
will, with some minds, have an opposite tendency to the 
dne desired. Some perhaps, conscious of having been 
the slaves or the supporters of snch prejudices as are 
thus held up to contempt, (not indeed by disdainful lan- 
guage, but simply by being placed b a very clear light,) 
and of having overlooked truths, which when thus clearly 
explained and proved, appear perfectly evident even to 

* See Taylor*B History of the Transmisfflon of Ancient Books ; a 
very interesting and valnable work. 
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a child, wiB consequently be stung by a feeling of shame 
passing off into resentment, which stops their ears against 
argument. They could have borne perhaps to change 
their opinion ; but not, so to change it as to tax their 
former opinion with the greatest folly. They would be so 
sorry to think'thej had been blinded to such an excess, 
and are so angry with him who is endeavouring to per- 
suade them to think so, diat &ese feelings determine 
them not to think it. They try (and it is an attempt 
which few persons ever make in vain) to shut their eyes 
against an humiliating conviction : and thus, the very 
triumphant force of the reasoning adduced, serves to 
harden them against admitting the conclusion : much as 
one may conceive Roman soldiers desperately holding 
out an untenable fortress to the last extremity, from ap- 
prehension of being made to pass under the yoke by the 
victors, should they surrender. Others again, perhaps 
comparadvely strangers to the question, and not preju- 
diced, or not strongly prejudiced, against your conclusion, 
but ready to admit it if supported by sufficient arguments, 
will sometimes, if your arguments are very much beyond 
what is sufficient, have their suspicions roused by this 
very circumstance. 

" Can it be possible, " they will say, " that a coirclu- 
sion so very obvious as this is, made to appear, should not 
have been admitted Icmg ago ? Is it conceivable thai 
such and such eminent philosophers, divines, statesmen, 
8lc. should have been all their lives under delusions so 
gross i " Hence they are apt to infer, either tha^ the 
author has mistaken the opinions of those he imagiiias 
opposed to him, or else, that there is some subtle fallacy 
in his arguments. The former of these suspicions is a 
10 
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matter of little or no consequence, except as far as re- 
gards the author's credit for acuteness.* As far as the 
legitimate province of the orator is concerned, he may bo 
satisfied with establisliing a just principle, and leaving 
men to imagine if they will, that nobody had ever doubt- 
ed it. But the other suspicion mayjead to very serious 
evil ; and it is not by any means unlikely to occur. 
Many a one will be convinced that there must be some 
flaw in a course of argument m which he is conscious, 
and perhaps ready to confess, that he cannot point out 
any, merely on the ground, that if there is none, but the 
whole is perfecdy sound and valid, he cannot conceive 
that it should have been overlooked, (so obvious as it is 
made to appear,) for perhaps ages together, by able men 
who had devoted their thoughts to the subject. And 
Lis total inability, as I have said, to point out any fallacy, 
will by no means remove his conviction or suspicion that 
there must be some, if the conclusion be one, which, for 
the reason just mentioned, seems to him mconceivable. 
There are many persons unable to find out the flaw in 
the argument e. g. by which it is pretended to be dem- 
onstrated that Achilles could not overtake the Tortoise : 



•*** The more simple, clear, and obvious any principle is rendered, 
the more likely is its exposition to elicit those common remarks, 'of 
course ! of course ! ' ' no one could ever doubt that ; ' * this is all very 
true, but there is nothing new brought to light ; nothing that was not 
familiar to every one ;' ' there needs no ghost to tell us that. ' I 
am convinced that a verbose, mystical, and partially obscure way of 
writing, on such a subject, is the most likely to catch the attention of 
ths multitude. The generality verify the observation of Tacitus^ 
* omne ignotum pro mirifico : * and when any thing is made very 
plain to them, are apt to fancy that they knew it already. " Prefae$ 
to Elements of Logic, p. xzii. 
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but some flaw every one b sure there must be, from his 
iull conviction that Achilles could overtake the Tortoise. 

In this way it is very possible that our reasoning may 
be '' dark with excess of light." 

Of course it is not meant that a Refutation should ever 
appear (when that can be avoided) insufficient ; — that 
a conclusion should be left dot^tful which we are able 
to establish fully. But in combatmg deep-rooted preju- 
dices, and mabtaining nnpopular and paradoxical truths, 
the point to be aimed at should be, to adduce what is 
sufficient, and not much more than is sufficient, to prove 
your conclusion. If (in such a case) you can but satisfy 
men that your opinion ^s decidedly more probable than 
the opposite, you will have carried your point more effisc- 
tuaDy, than if you go on, much beyond this, to demon- 
strate, by a multitude of the most forcible arguments, the 
extreme absurdity of thmking differently, till you have 
afironted the self-esteem of some, and awakened the dis- 
trust of others.* 

•§ 9. 

The Arguments which should be placed first m order 
are, cmteris paribus^ the most Obvious^ and Thomortob- 
such as naturally first occur. meSts^hKi 

This is evidendy the natural order ; and p»«»«ence. 
the adherence to it gives an easy, natural air to the 
Composition. It is seldom therefore worth while to de- 

* A French writer, M. Say, relates a story of some one who, for a 
wager, stood a whole day on one of the bridges in Paris, offering to 
sell a five-franc-piece for one franc, and (naturally) not finding a. 
purchaser. 
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part from it for tbe sake of b^uming with the most pow- 
erful arguments, (when they happen not to be also the 
most obvious,) or on the other hand, for the sake of 
reserving these to the last, and beginning with the 
weaker; or again, of imitating, as some recommend, 
Nestor's plan of drawing up troops, placing tbe best first 
and last, and tbe weakest in the middle. It wiH be ad- 
visable however (and Txy this means yon may secure this 
last advantage) when the strongest arguments naturally 
occupy the foremost place, to recapiiulaU in a reverse 
wrdtr; which will destroy the appearance of anti-climax, 

Bev»iw ra- ^^ ^ *^ ^ ^^^^ ^ '^'^s^ ^^7 ^^ natural 
capuaiatkm. moj^ of recapitulation. Let, e. g. the argu- 
ments be A, B, C, D, E, &c. each less weighty than the 
preceding; then m recapitulating proceed from E to 
D, C, B, concluding with A. 

CHAP. IV. 

OJ Introductions, 

§1. 

A Proeme, Exordium, or Introduction, is, as Aristotle 
has jusdy remarked, not to be accounted one of the 
essential parts of a Composition, since it is not in every 
case necessaiy. In most, however, except such as are 
extremely short, it is found advisable to premise some- 
thing before we enter on the main argument, to avoid 
an appearance of abruptness, and to facilitate, in some 
way or other, the object proposed. In larger works this 
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assumes the appelktion of Preface or Adverdsement ; 
and not unirequently two are employed, one imder the 
name of Preface, and another, more closely connected 
with the main work, under that of Introduction. 

The rules which have been laid down already will 
apply equally to that preliminary course of argument of 
whidk Introductions often consist. 

The writers before Aristotle are censured by him for 
inaccuracy, in placing under the head of Introductions, 
as properly belonging to them, many things which are not 
more appropriate in the beginning than elsewhere ; as, 
e. g. the contrivances for exciting the hearers' attention; 
which, as he observes, is an improper arrangement ; since, 
though such an Introduction may sometimes be required, 
it is, generally speaking, any where else rather than in 
the beginnings that the attendon is likely to flag. 

The rule laid down by Cicero, (jDc OnU,) not to 
compose the Introduction first, but to consider int^ac- 
first the main argument, and let that suggest S^l^m^d 
the Exordium, is just and valuable ; for other- ""^' 
wise, as he observes, seldom any thing will suggest itself 
but vague generalities ; ^^ common " topics, as he calls 
than, i. e. what would equally well suit several different 
compositions ; whereas, tlie Introduction, which is com- 
posed liist, will naturally spring out of the mam subject, 
and appear appropriate to it. 

§2. 
1st, One of the objects most frequently proposed in 
an Introduction, is, to shew that the subject in intiwiac- 
question IS important^ cunous^ or otherwise tive. 
10* 
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iiUereatingj and worthy of attention. This may be called 
an ' ' Introduction inquisitive. " * 

2dl7, It will frequently happen also, when the point to 
introdaction bo provcd or explained is one which may be 
v^^^^' very fully established, or on which tbore is 
litde or no doubt, that it may nevertheless be strangey 
and different from what might have been expected ; in 
which case it wiU often have a good effect in -rousing the 
attention, to set forth as strongly as possible this paror 
doxical character, and dwell on the seeming improbabil- 
ity of that which must, after all, be admitted. Thia 
may be called an ^^ Introduction paradoxical." f 

* See Tacitus in the opening of his '' History ; " and the beginning 
Qf Paley's << Natonl Theology.*' 

t ** If you should see a flock of pigeons in « field of com : and if 
(instead of each picking where and what it liked, taking just as much 
as it wanted, and no more) yon should see ninety-nine of them gather 
iBg all they got into a heap ; reserving nothing for themselves, but the 
chaff and the refuse ; keeping this heap for one, and that the weakesti 
perhaps worst, of the flock ; sitting round, and looking on all tha 
winter, whilst this one was devouring, throwing about, and wasting 
it ; and if a pigeon, more hardy or hungry than the rest, touched a 
grain of the hoard, all the others instanUy flying upon it, and tearing 
it to pieces ; if you should see this, you woi^ see nothing more than 
what is eveory day practised and established among men. Amongf 
men, you see the ninety and nine toiling and scraping together a heap 
of superfluities for one, (and this one too, oftentimes the fbeblest and 
worst of the whole set, a child, a woman, a madman, or a fbol ;) get- 
ting nothing for themselves all the while, but a little of the ooartest* 
of the provision, which their own industry produces ; looking quieUy 
on, while they see the fruits of all their labour spent or spoiled ; and 
if one of the number take or touch a particle of the hoard, the others 
joining against him, and hanging him for the theft. 

'' There must be some very important advantages to account for 
an institution, which, in the view of it above given, is so paradoxical 
and unnatural. 

** The principal of these advantages are th^ following : " &^. — 
Paley's Moral PkUoMophy, book iii. mrt i. c 1 and 2. 
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3dly, What may be called aa ^^ Introduction correc- 
tive," IS also m frequent use; viz. to shew inirodttction 
that the subject has been neglected^ muunder- ^"^^^'^^• 
ifood^ or miinpresented by others. This will, in many 
cases, remove a most formidable obstacle in the hearer's 
nund, the anticipation of triteness, if the subject be, or 
may be supposed to be, a hacknied one: and it may 
also serve to remove or loosen such prejudices as might 
be adverse to the favourable reception of our Arguments. 

4thly, It will often happen also, that there may be 
need to explain some peculiarity in the mode introdacHon 
of reasoning to be adopted ; to guard against p'^p*'****'^* 
some possible mistake as to the object proposed ; or to 
afx>k)gtse for some de^ciencyrtlHs'' may be .called the 
"Introduction preparatory." 

5thly, and lasdy, in many cases there vnH be occa- 
sion for what may be called a " Narrative In- introduction 
troduction," to put the reader or hearer in "*"*"^®- 
possession of the outline of some transaction, or the de- 
scription of some state of things, to which references and 
allusions are to be made in the course of the Composi- 
tion. Thus, in Preaching, it is generally found advisa- 
ble to detail, or at least briefly to sum up, a portion of 
Scripture-history, or a parable, when either of these is 
made the subject of a Sermon. 

Two or more of the Introductions that have been men- 
tioned are often combined ; especially in the Preface to 
a work of any length. 

And very often the Introduction will contain appeals 
to various passions and feelmgs m the hearers ; especially 
a feeling of approbation towards the speaker, or of preju- 
dice against an opponent who has preceded him ; but 
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this is, as Aristotle has remarked, by no means confine4 
to Introductions.* 

* It has not been thought neoeasary to treat of Conelnaion, Perora- 
tion, or Epilogue, as a distinct head : the general rules, that a Con- 
clusion should be neither sudden and abrupt, (so as to induce tlie 
hearer to say, **l did not know he was going to leave efff**) nor, 
again, so long as to excite the hearer's impatienoe after he baa been 
led to expect an end, being so obvious as hardly to need being men* 
tioned. The matter of which the concluding part of a Composition 
consists, will, of course, vary according to the subject and the occa- 
sion : but thai which is most appropriate, and consequently most fre* 
quent, (in Compositions of any considerable length,) is a Rec^titukp 
tion, either of a part or the whole of the arguments that have been 
used ; respecting which a remark haj been made at the end of chap 
iii. § 9. 

Any thing relative to th«. Feetings and the Will, that may be 
especially appropriate to the Concliuion, will be mentioned in lis 
proper place. 



PART II 

or PERSUASION. 

CHAP. I. 

IiUrodvctory. 

Persuasion, properly so called, i. e. the art of Influ* 
Slicing the Willj is the next point to be consid- Anaiy»to ac 
ered. And Rhetoric is often r^arded (as was ^»»«^«"' 
formerly remarked) in a more limited sense, as conver* 
sant about thb head alone. But even, according to that 
view, the rules above laid down will be found not the less 
rele^-ant ; since the Conviction of the understanding (of 
which I have hitherto been treating) is an essential part 
of Persuasion ; and will generally need to be effected by 
the Argum^ts of the Writer or Speaker. For in order 
that die Will may be influenced, two things are requisite ; 
viz. 1. that die proposed Object should appear desira- 
ble ; and 3. that the Means suggested should be proved 
to be conducive to the attainment of that object ; and 
this last, evidently must depend on a process of Reason- 
ing. In order, e. g. to induce the Greeks to unite their 
efforts agdnst the Persian invader, it was necessary both 
to prove diat cooperadon could alone render their resis- 
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tance effectual, and also to awaken such feelings of pa- 
triotism, and abhorrence of a foreign yoke, as might 
prompt them to make these combined efforts. For it is 
evident, that however ardent their love of liberty, they 
would make no exerdons if they apprehended no danger ; 
or if they thought themselves able, separately, to defend 
themselves, they would be backward to join the confed- 
eracy; and on the other hand, that if they were wiUing 
to submit to the Persian yoke, or valued their indepen- 
dence less than their present ease, the fullest conviction 
that the Means recommended would secure their inde- 
pendence, would have had no practical efiect. 

Persuasion, therefore, depends on, first, •Argumentj (to 
prove the expediency of die Means proposed,) 
and secondly, what is usually called EdMiia" 
Hothy i. e. the excitement of men to adopt those Means, 
by representing the End as sufficiently desiraUe. It will 
happen mdeed, not unfrequently, that the one or the oth- 
er of these objects will have been already, rither whoDy 
or in part, accomplished ; so that the other shall be the 
only one that it is requisite to insist on ; viz. sometimes the 
hearers will be sufficiendy mtent on the pursuit of the 
End, and will be in doubt only as to the Means of attain- 
ing it ; and sometimes, again, they will have no doubt 
on that point, but will be indifferent, or not sufficiendy 
ardent, with respect to the proposed End, and will need 
to be stimulated by Exhortations. Not sufficiendy 
ardent, I have said, because it will not so often happen 
that the object in question will be one to which they are 
totally mdifferent, as diat they will, practically at least, 
not reckon it, or not feel it, to be worth the requisite 
pains. No one is absolutely indifferent about the attain- 
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ment of a happy immortality ; and yet a great "part of 
the Preacher's business consists in Exhortation, i. e. 
endeavourmg to induce men to use those exertions 
which they themselves know to be necessary for the 
attainment of it. C ^ 

Aristotle, and many other writers, have spoken of 
appeals to the Passions as an unfair mode of influencing . 
the hearers ; in answ^ to which Dr. Campbell has 
remarked, that there can be no Persuasion without an 
address to the Passions : * and it is evident, from what 

* « To say, that it is possible to persuade without speaking to the 
passions is but at best a kind of specious nonsense. The coolest 
reasoner always in persuading, addresseth himself to the passions 
some way or other. This he cannot avoid doing, if he speak to the 
purpose. To make me believe, it is enough to shew me that things 
are so ; to make me act, it is necessary to shew that the action will 
answer some End. That can never be an £nd to me which gratifies 
no passion or affection in my nature. You assure me, ' It is for my 
honour.' Now you solicit my pride, without wliich 1 had never 
been able to understand the word. Tou say, *■ It is for my interest. 
Now you bespeak my self-love. ' It is for the public good.' Now 
you rouse my patriotism. ' It will relieve the miserable.* Now you 
touch my pity. So far therefore is it from being an unfair method 
of persuasion to move the passions, that there is no persuasion with- 
out moving them. 

'^ But if so much depend on passion, where is the scope for argu 
ment? Before I answer this question, let it be observed, that, in 
order to persuade, there are two things which must be carefully 
studied by the orator. The first is, to excite some desire or passion 
in the hearers ; the second is, to satisfy their judgment that there 
is a connexion between the action to which he would persuaae 
them, and the gratification of the desire or passion which he excites. 
This is the analysis of persuasion. The former is effected by com- 
municating lively and glowing ideas of the object ; the latter, unless 
80 evident of itself as to supersede the necessity, by presenting the 
best and most forcible arguments which the nature of the subject 
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has been just said, that he is right, if under the term 
Passion is included every acdye principle of our nature. 
This however is a greater latitude of meaning than 
belongs even to the Greek word i7d^, though the signi-- 
fication of that is wider than, according to ordinary use, 
that of our term ^'Passions." But Aristotle I^ no 
.Influence of mcims Overlooked the necessity with a view 
to Persuasion, properly so termed, of calling 
into action some motive that may influence tlie Will ; it 
is plain that whenever he speaks with reprobaticm of an 
appeal to the Passions, his meaning is, the excitemait 
of such feelings as ought not to influence the decision 
of the question in hand. A desire to do justice, may 
be called, in Dr. Campbell's wide acceptation of the 
term, a Passion : this is what oug^t to influence a 
Judge ; and no one would ever censure a Pleader for 
striving to excite and heighten this desire ; but if the 
decision be influenced by an appeal to Anger, Pity, &c. 
the feelings thus excited being such as ought not to 
have operated, the Judge must be allowed to have been 
unduly biassed ; and that this is Aristotle's meaning is 
evident from his characterising the introduction of such 
topics, as ?|o> Tov nq&yfiaiog^ '' foreign to the matter in 
hand." And it is evident that as the motives which 
ought to operate will be. different in different cases, the 
same may be objectionable and not fairly admissible, in 
one case, which in another would be perfectly allow* 

admits. In the oQe lies the pathetic, in the other the argumentative. 
These incorporated together constitute that vehemence of conten 
tion to which the greatest exploits of Eloquence ought doubtless to 
be ascribed.*' — CampbelFs Philosophy of RJutoriCf book i. c. vii. 
sec. 4. 
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able.* An instance occurs in Thucydides, m which 
this is very judiclou&ly and neatly pointed out : in the 
debate respecting the Mityleneans, who had been sub- 
dued after a -revolt, Cleon is introduced contending for 
the justice of inflicting on them capital punishment ; to 
wluch Diodotus is made to reply, that the Athenians 
are not sitting in judgment on the offenders, but in delib^ 
erdtion as to their own interest ; and ought therefore 
to consider, not the right they may have to put the 
revolters. to death, but the expediency or inexpediency 
of such a procedure. 

In judicial cases, on the contrary, any appeal to the 
personal interests of the Judge, or even to public expe- 
diency, would be irrelevant. In framing laws indeed, 
and (which comes to the same thing) giving those de- 
cisions which are to operate as Precedents, the public 
good is the object to be pursued ; but in the mere 
administering of the estabh'shed laws, it is inadnnssible. 

There are many feelii^s, again, which it is evident 
should in no case be allowed to operate ; as improper 
Envy, thirst for Revenge, &c. &c. the excite- "™°'*^®"- 
ment of which by the orator is to be reprobated as an 
unfair artifice ; but it is not die less necessary to be well 
acquainted with their nature, in order to allay them when 
previously existing in the hearers, or to counteract the 
efforts of an adversary in producing or directing ihem. 
It is evident indeed, that all the weaknesses, as well as 
the powers, of the human mind, and all the arts by 
which the Sophist takes advantage of these weaknesses, 
must be fnmiliarly known by a perfect Orator; who, 



* See the Treatise on Fallacies, sec. 14. 
11 
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though he may be of such a character as to disdain em- 
ploying such arts, must not want the ability to do so, or 
he would not be prepared to counteract them. An 
acquaintance with the nature of poisons is necessary to 
him who would administer antidotes. 

§2. 
There is I conceive no point in which the idea of 
Prejudfce ex- dishouest artifice is so intimately associated 
SiStlmS?** with that of Rhetoric, as the address to the 
of Peeiinp. Feelings or Active Principles of our nature. 
This is usually stigmatized as ^' an appeal to the Passions 
instead of the Reason ; *' as if Reason alone could ever 
influence the Will, and operate as a motive ; which it 
no more can, than the eyes, which shew a man his road, 
can enable him to move from place to place; or than 
a ship provided with a compass, can sail without a \vind. 
It may be said indeed, with truth, that an orator does 
often influence tlie Will by improper appeals to the 
Passions ; but it is no less true that he often imposes 
on the Understanding of his hearers by sophistical Argu- 
ments : yet this does not authorize us to reprobate the 
employment of Argument. But it seems to be common- 
ly taken for granted, that whenever the feelings are 
excited they are of course over-excited. Now so far is 
this from the fact, — so far is it fi'om being true, that 
men are universally, or even generaDy, in danger of 
being misled in conduct by an excess of feeling, that the 
reverse is at least as often the case. The more gene- 
rous feelings, such ^ Compassion, Gratitude, Devotion, 
nay, even rational and rightly-directed Self-Love, 
Hope, and Fear, are oftener defective than excessive : 
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and that, even in the estimation of the parties them* 
selves, if they are well-principled, judicious, reflective, 
and candid men. Do the feelings of such a man, when 
contemplating, for instance, the doctrines and the prom- 
ises of the Christian Religion, usuaUy come up to the 
standard which he himself thinks reasonable ? And 
not only m the case of Religion, but in many others 
also, a m^ will often wonder at, and be rather ashamed 
of, the coldness and languor of his owih feelings, com- 
pared with what the occasion calls for : and even makes 
efforts to rouse in himself such emotions as he b con- 
scious his reason would apj^rove. 

In making such an effort, a curious and important 
fact is forced on the attention of every one ^^ ^^^^ 
who relSects on the operations of his own J*o"undSi 
mind ; viz. that tlie Peelings, Propensities, ^^ItfS^ 
and Sentiments of our nature, are not, like ^® ^*"* 
Hui Intellectual Faculties, under the direct control of 
Volition. The distinction is much the same as be- 
tween the volimtary and the involuntary actions of dif- 
ferent parts of the body. One may, by a deliberate act 
of the Will, set himself to calculate, — to reason, — to 
recall historical facts, &c. just as he does, to move any 
of his limbs : on the other hand, a Volition to hope or 
fear, to love or hate, to fe^l devotion or pity, and the 
like, is as ineffectual as to will that the pulsations of the 
heart, or the secretions of the liver, should be altered. 
Some indeed are I believe (strange as it would seem) 
not aware of the total inefficacy of their own efforts of 
volition in such cases : that is, they mistake for a /eeZ- 
ing of gratitude, compassion, &c. ttieir conviction that 
the case is one which calk for gratitude or compassion. 
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A very moderate degree of attention however to what 
is passing in the mind will enable any one to perceive 
the di&erence. 

How is this difficulty to be surmounted ? Good sense 
suggests, in each case, an analogous remedy. It is in vain 
to form a Will to quicken the circulation ; but we may, 
by a voluntary act, swallow a medicine which will have 
that effect : and so also, though we cannot, by a direct 
effort of volition, excite or allay any Sentiment or Emo^ 
tion, we may, by a voluntary act, fill the Understanding 
with such thoughts as sl&ll operate on the Feelings. 
Thus, by attentively studying and meditating^ on the 
history of some extraordinary Personage, — by contem- 
plating and dwelling on his actions and sufferings, — his 
virtues and his wisdom, — and by calling on the Imagi- 
nation to present a vivid picture of all that is related 
and referred to, — m this manner, we raa]^ at length 
succeed m kindling such feelings, suppose, of rever- 
ence, admiration, gratitude, love, hope, emulation, &c. 
as we were already prepared to acknowledge are suit- 
able to the case. So again, if a man of sense wishes to 
allay in himself any emoti<HK, that of resentment for in- 
stance^ though it is not under the direct control of the Will, 
he deliberately sets tumself to reflect on the softening 
circumstances ; such as the provocadons the other par- 
ty may suppose himself to have received ; perhaps, his 
ignorance, or weakness, or disordered state of health : — 
he endeavours to imagine himself in the place of the 
offending party ; — and above all, if he is a Christian, he 
meditates on tlie parable of the debtor who, after hav- 
ing been himself foi^iven, claimed payment with rigid 
severity from his fellow-servant; and on other similar 
lessons of Scripture. 
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No^ in pny such process as this, (which is exactly an- 
alogous to that of taking a medicine that is to ^ „^„ ^^ 
operate on the involuntary bodily organs,) a SI RhSSric 
prooess to which A man of well regulated mind ®" *»"»«»*^- - 
condnually finds occasion to resort, be is precisely acting 
the part of a skilful orator to. himself ; and that too, in 
respect of the very point to which the ntost invidious 
names are usually given, "the appeal to the feelings." 
Such being then tlie state of the case, how, it may be 
said, can it be accounted for, that the idea of unfair artifice 
should be so conunonly associated not only with Rheto- 
ric in general, but most especially with that particular 
part of it now under consideration,? though no other 
lurtifice is necessarily employed by the orator than a man 
of sense makes use of towards himself. £_ 

Many different circumstances combine to produce this 
effect. In the first place, the intellectual powers bemg, 
as has been said, under the immediate control of the will, 
which the Feelings, Sentiments, &c. are not, an address 
to the Understdndmg is consequently, firom the nature of 
the case, direct ; to the Feelings, indirect. The con- 
clusion you wish to draw, you may state plainly, as 
such; and avow your intention of producing reasons, 
which shall effect a conviction of that conclusion : you 
may even entreat the hearers' steady attention to the 
point to be proved, and to the process of ailment by 
which it is to be established. But this, for the reasons 
above mentioned, is widely different firom the process 
by which we operate on the Feelings : no passion, senti- 
ment, or emotion, is excited by thinking about it, and 
attending to it, but by thinking about, and attending to, 

such objects as are calculated to awaken it. Hence 
11* 
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it is, that the more oblique and indirect process .which 
takes place when we are addressing ourselves to this 
part of die human mind^ is apt to suggest the idea oi 
trick and artifice ; aldiough it is, as I have said, only 
such as a wise man practises towards himself. 

In the next place, though men are often deluded by 
sophistical arguments addressed to the Understanding, 
they do not, b this case, so readily detect the deceit that 
has been practised on them, as diey do in the case of 
their bebg misled by the excitement of Passions. A few 
days, or even hours, will often allow them to cool, suffi- 
ciently, to view in very different colours, some question 
on which diey have perhaps decided in a moment of 
excitement ; whereas aqy sophistical reasoning by which 
they had been misled, they are perhaps as unable to de 
tect as ever. The state of the Feelings, in short, varies 
from day to day ; the Understanding remains nearly the 
same : and hence the idea of deceit is more particularly 
associated with that kind of deceit which is the less 
permanent in its effects, and the sooner detected. 

To these considerations it may be added, that men 
have in general more confidence in the soundness of their 
Understanding, than in their self-command and due regu- 
lation of Feelings : they are more unwilling, consequent- 
ly, to believe that an orator has misled, or can mislead 
them, by sophistical arguments, that is, by taking advan- 
tage of their intellectual weakness, than by operating on 
their Feelings ; and hence, the delusions which an artful 
orator produces, are often attributed in a greater degree 
than is really the case, to the influence he has exerted 
on the Passions. 
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But if every thing were to be regarded with aversion 
or with suspicion that is capable of bemg employed dis- 
honestly, or for a bad purpose, the use of language niight 
be condenmed altogether. It does indeed often hap 
pen, that men's feeEngs are extravagantly The feelings 
excited on some inadequate occasion: this only "Sffoi; as" 
proves how important it is that either they, or {J^'pro^; 
the person who undertakes to advise them, ^^"^' 
should understand how to bring down these feelings to 
tlie proper pitch*. And it happens fuQ as often j[ which 
is what most persons are apt to overlook) tliat their feel- 
ings fall far short of what, even in their own judgment, 
the occasion would call for : and in this case an excite- 
ment of such feeMngs, though not effected directly by a 
process of reasoning, is very far from being any diing 
opposed to reason, or tending to mislead the judgment. 
Stimulants are not to be condemned as necessarily bring- 
ing the body into an unnatural state, because they raise 
the circulation : in a fever this would be hortful ; but 
there may be a torpid, lethargic disease, in which an 
excitement of the circulation is precisely what is wanted 
to bring it into a healthy condition. 

§3. 

The active principles of our nature may be classed in 
various ways; the arrangement adopted by Mr. 

Txiia*- 1. t_ Division of 

Dusald Stewart * is, perhaps, the most correct active prfn- 
and convement : the heads he enumerates are 
•Appetites^ (which have their origin in the body,) De- 
sires, and ^Affections; tl)ese last being such as imply 

* Outlines of Moral Philosophy. 
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some kind of disposition rehdve to another Person ; to 
which must be added, Self-love^ or the desire of Happi 
ness as such ; and the MoraUf acuity^ called by some 
writers Conscience, by others the Moral sense, and by 
Dr. A. Smith, the sense of Propriety. 

Under the head of Affections may be mcluded the 
sentiments of Esteem, Regard, Admiration, &c. which 
it is so important that the audience should feel towards 
the Speaker. Aristode has considered this as a distmct 
head ; separating the consideration of the speaker's Char- 
acter (*H&os ToO Uyortog) from Uiat of the disposition of 
the hearers ; under which, however, it might, according to 
his own views, have been mcluded ; it being plain from 
lis manner of treating of the Speaker's Character, tiiat 
he means, not his real character, (according to the fan- 
ciful notion of Quinctilian,) but the impression produced 
on the minds of the hearers, by the speaker, respecting 
Character to Wmsclf. He remarks, justiy, tiiat the Char- 
^ b?\he"'" ^cter to be established is that of, first. Good 
speaker. Principle, Secondly, Good Sense, and thirdly, 
Good-will and friendly disposition towards the audience 
addressed ; * and that if the Orator can completely suc- 
ceed in this, he will persuade more powerfully than by the 
strongest Arguments. He might have added, (as indeed 
he does slightiy hint at the conclusion of his Treatise,) 
that, where there is an opponent, a like result is produc- 
ed by exciting the contrary feelings respecting him; 
viz. holding liim up to contempt, or representing him 
)as an object of reprobation or suspicion. 

To treat fully of all the different emotions and springs 
of action which an Orator may at any time find it neces- 
• \4Qstii, 0q6pii<ns^ EUpoia^ book ii. c. J. 
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sary to call into play, or to contend agamst, would be to 
enter on an almost boundless field of Metaphysical inqui- 
ry, which does not properly fail within the limits of the 
subject now before us : and on the other hand, a brief 
definition of each passion, &c. and a few general remarks 
on it, could hardly fail to be trite and unint^restmg. A 
few miscellaneous Rules therefore may suffice, relative 
to the conduct, generally, of those parts of any Coir^o 
sition which are designed to influence tlie Will. 



CHAP. 11. 



Of the conduct of any address to the feelings generally 

§1. 

The first and most important point to be observed in 
every address to^any Passion, Sentiment, Feel- 
ing, &c. is, (as has been already hinted,) that dentorSTcl 
it should not be introduced as such, and plain- Bpect of thei 
ly avowed ; otherwise the effect will be, in 
great measure, if not entirely, lost. This circumstance 
forms a remarkable distinction between the head now 
under consideration, and that of Argumentation. When 
engaged in reasoning, properly so called, our purpose 
not only need not be concealed, but may, (as I have 
said,) without prejudice to the effect, be distincdy declar-- 
ed : on the other hand, even when the feelingn we wish 
to excite are such as ought to operate, so that there is no 
reason to be ashamed of the endeavours tlius to influence 
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the hearer, still, our purpose and drift should be, if not 
aosolutely concealed, yet not openly declared, and made 
prominent. Whether ths motives \7hich the orator is 
endeavouring to call mto action be suitable or unsuitable 
to the occasion,— such as it is right, or wrong, for the 
hearer to act upon, the same rule will hold good. In 
the latter case it is plain, that the speaker who is seeking 
to bias unfairly the minds of the audience will be the 
more likely to succeed by going to work clandestinely, 
in order that his hearers may not be on their guard, and 
prepare and fortify their minds against the impression he 
wishes to produce. In the other case, — where the mo- 
tives dwelt on are such as ought to be present, and 
strongly to operate, men kce not likely to be pleased with 
the idea tliat tliey need to have these motives urged 
upon them, and that they are not already sufficiently 
under the mfluence of such sentiments as the occasion 
calls for. A man may indeed be convinced that he is in 
such a predicament ; and may ultimately feel obliged to 
the Orator for excitbg or strengthening such sentiments ; 
but while he confesses this, he cannot but feel a degree 
of mortification in makmg the confession, and a kind of 
jealousy of the apparent assumption. of superiority, in a 
speaker, who seems to say, "now I will exhort you to 
feel as you ought on this occasion ; " "I will endeavour 
to inspire you with such noble, and generous, and amia- 
ble sentiments as you ought to entertsun : " which is, in 
effect, the tone of him who avows the purpose of Exhor- 
tation. The mind is sure to revolt from the humiliation 
of being thus moulded and fashioned, in respect to its 
feelings, at the pleasure of another ; and is apt, perverse- 
ly, to resist the influence of such a discipline. 
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Whereas, there is no such implied superiority in 
avowmg the intention of convincing the understanding. 
Men know, and (what is more to the purpose) feel, that 
he who presents to their minds a new and cogent train 
of Argument, does not necessarily possess or assume any 
offensive superiority ; but may, by merely having devot- 
ed a particular attention to the point in question, suc- 
ceed in setting before them Arguments and Explanations 
which have not occurred to themselves. And even if 
the Arguments adduced, and the Conclusions drawn, 
should be opposite to those with which they had former- 
ly been satisfied, still there is nothing in this so humiliat- 
ing, as in that which seems to amount to the imputa- 
tion of a moral defect. 

It is true that Sermons not unfrequendy prove popular j 
which consist avowedly and almost exclusively caution 
of Exhortation, stricdy so called, — in wWch J5?w?d ex 
the design of influencing the sentiments and 
feeling is not only apparent, but prominent throughout : 
but it is to be feared, that those who are the most pleas 
ed with such discourses, are more apt to apply these 
Exhortations to their neighbours than to themselves ; 
and that each bestows his commendation rather from 
the consideration that such admonitions are much needed, 
and must be generally useful, than from finding them 
thus useful to himself. 

When indeed the speaker has made some progress in 
exciting the feelings required, and has in great measure 
gained possession of Ills audience, a direct and distinct 
Exhortation to adopt the conduct recommended will 
often prove verj' effectual ; but never can it be needful 
or advisable to tell them (as some do) that you are 
going to exhort tlieni. 
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It will, indeed, sometimes happen that the excitement 
of a certain feeling will depend, in some measure, on a 
process of Reasoning ; e. g. it may be requisite to prove, 
whore tliere is a doubt on the subject, that the person 
recommended to the Pity, Gratitude, &c. of the hearers, 
is really an object deserving of these sentiments : but 
even then, it will almost always be the case, that the 
bhief point to be accomplished shall be to raise those 
feelings to the requisite height, after the understanding is 
convinced that the occasion calls for than. And tliis is 
to be effected not by Argument, properly so called, but ' 
by presenting the circumstances in such a point of view, 
and so fixing and detaming the attention upon ihejn, that 
corresponding sentiments and emotions shall gradually, 
and as it were spontaneously arise.* 

* Sermons would probably have more effect, if^ instead of being, as 
they frequently are, directly hortatory, they were more in a didactic 
form; — occupied chiefly in explaining some transaction^ related, or 
doctrine laid down, in Scnpture. The generality of hearers are too 
much familiarized to direct exhortation to feel it adequately ; if they 
are led to the same point obliquely, as it were, and induced to dwell 
with interest for a considerable time on some point, closely, though 
incidentally, connected with the most awful and important truths, a 
rerj slight api^cation to themselves might make a greater impres- 
'sion than the most vehement appeal in the outset : often indeed they 
would themselves make this application unconsciously ; and if on 
any this procedure made no impression, it can hardly be expected that 
any thing else would. (T q iibp n homyl^ illMsUatiuiQl^oderate charge 
of powder will have more effect in spfitting a rock, if we begm by 
deep boring, and introducing the charge into the very heart of it than 
ten times the quantity exploded on the surface. ^ , 
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§3. 
Heace arises another Rule,* closely connected with 
the foregoing, though it also so far relates to j^^^^^^ 
style that it might with sufficient propriety S^^S*"**" 
have been placed under that head ; viz. that 
in order effectuaUy to excite feelings of any kind, it is 
necessary to employ some copiousness of detail, and to 
dwell somewliat at large on the several circumstances of 
the case in hand ; in which respect there is a wide dis- 
tinction between strict Argumentation, with a view to 
the Conviction of the understanding alone, and the 
attempt to influence the will, by the excitement of any 
emotion. With respect to Argument itself indeed, dif- 
ferent occasions will call for different degrees of Copi- 
ousness, Repetition, and Expansion ; — the chmn of 
Reasoning employed, may, in itself, consist of more or 
fewer links ; — abstruse and complex Arguments must 
be unfolded at greater length than such as are more sim- 
ple ; — and the more uncultivated the audience, the 
more full must be the explanation and illustration, and 
the more frequent the repetition, of the Arguments pre- 
sented to them ; but still the same general principle 
prevails in all these cases ; viz. to mm merely at letting 

* ** Non enim, sicut ar^mentum, simul atque positum est, arripitur, 
dteromqne et tertiam poscitur ; ita misericordiam aut invidiiun aut 
iracundiam, simul atque intuleru, possis commoyere : argumentum 
enim ratio ipsa confirmat, quss, simul atque emissa est, adhsrescit ; 
illud autem genus orationis non eognitionem judicis, sed magis per- 
turbationem requirit, quam consequi, nisi multft et Tarift et copiosd. 
ora^one, et simili eontentione actionis, nemo potest. Quare qui aut 
breyiter aut summisse dlcunt, docere judicem possunt, commovere 
non poflsunt ; in quo sunt omnia.*' Cic. de Oral. lib. ii. c. 53. 
12 
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the Arguments be fuDj understood and admitted; this 
will indeed occupy a shorter or longer space, accord- 
ing to the nature of the case and the character of the 
hearers ; but all Expansion and Repetition beyond what 
is necessary to accomplish conviction, is in every instance 
tedious and disgusting. On the contrary, m a descrip- 
tion of any thmg that is likely to act on the feelings, this 
effect will by no means be produced as soon as the un- 
derstanding is sufficiently informed ; detail and expan- 
sion are here not only admissible, but absolutely neces- 
sary, in order that the mind may have leisure and oppor- 
tunity to form vivid and distinct ideas. For as Quinc- 
tilian well observes, he who tells us that a city was 
sacked, although that one word implies all that occurred, 
will produce little, if any, impression on the feelings,* 
in comparison of one who sets before us a lively descrip- 
tion of the various lamentable circumstances ; to tell the 
whoUj he adds, is by no means the same as to tell every 
thing, \ 

* Dr. Campbell has treated very ably of some circumstances whicli 
tend to heighten any impression. The reader is referred to the Ap- 
pendix for some ejctracts. See Appendix, [D.] 

t Accordingly it may be observed, that though every one under- 
stands what is meant by ** a ^ound," there are some who cannot 
hear a minute description of one, without fainting. 

The death of Patroclus is minutely related by Homer for the inter- 
est of the reader ; though to Achilles, whose feelings would be suffix 
ciently excited by the bare fact, it is told in two words : xelrat lid- 
rgoxXog. 

There is an instance related in a number of the Adventurer, of a 
whole audience being moved to tears by a mimUe deiail of the circum- 
stances connected with the death of a youthful pair at the battle of 
Fontenoy; though they had previously listened without emotion to a 
gmgral statement of the dreadful carnage in that engagement 
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It is not however with a view to the Feelings only 
that some copiousness of detail will occasionally be need- 
ful : it will often happen that the Judgment cannot be 
correctly formed, without dwelling on circumstances. 

It has seldom if ever been noticed, how important 
among the intellectual qualifications for the imagination 
study of history, is a vivid Imagination : a fac- S^rtudyV 
ulty which consequently a skilful narrator must ""***^- 
himself possess, and to which he must be able to furnish 
excitement in others. Some may perhaps be startled at 
this remark, who have been accustomed to consider Im* 
agination as having nd other ofiice than to feign and 
falsify. Every faculty is liable to abuse and misdirec- 
tion ; and Imagination among the rest : but it is a mis- 
take to suppose that it necessarily tends to pervert the 
truth of History, and to mislead the Judgment. On the 
contrary, our view of any transaction, especially one 
th^ is remote in time or place, will necessarily be imper- 
fect, generally incorrect, unless it embrace something 
more than the bare outline of the occurrences^ ; — unless 
we have before the mind a lively idea of the scenes in 
which the events took place, the habits of thought and of 
feeling of the actors, and all the circimistances connected 
with the transaction ; — unless in short we can m a con- 
siderable degree transport ourselves out of our own age, 
and country, and persons, and imagine ourselves the 
agents or spectators. It is from a consideration of all 
these circumstances that we are enabled to form a right 
judgment as to the facts which Hbtory records, and to 
derive instruction from it.* What we imagine, may 

* See Appendix, [E.] 
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indeed be merely ifnaginary, i. e. unreal ; but it may be 
what actually does or did exist. To say that Imagina- 
tion, if not regulated by sound judgment and sufficioit 
knowledge, may chance to convey to us false impressiona 
of past events, is only to say that man is fallible. But 
such false impressions are even much the mare likely 
to take possession of those whose Imagination is feeble 
or uncultivated. They are apt to imagme the things, 
persons, times, countries, &c. which they read of, as 
much less different from what they see around them-, 
than is really the case. 

§3. 
It is not, however, always advisable to enter mto a 
Indirect d». direct detail of circumstances, which would 
Bcription. ^i>^^ j^^^ ^ effect of wearying the hearer 

beforehand, with the expectation of a long description 4)f 
something in which he probably does not as yet feel 
much interest ; ^d would also be likely to prepare him 
too much, and forewarn him, as it were, of the object 
proposed, — the design laid agamst his feelings. It will 
often, therefore, have a better effect to describe oblique- 
ly, (if I may so speak,) by introducing circumstances 
connected with the main object or event, and affected by 
it, but not absolutely forming a part of it. And circwn- 
stances of this kind may not unfrequendy be selected, 
so as to produce a more striking impression of any thing 
that is in itself great and remarkable, than could be pro- 
duced by a minute and direct description ; because in 
this way the general and collective result of a whole, 
and the effects produced by it on other objects, may be 
vividly impressed on the hearer's mind; the circum- 
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stantial detail of collateral mattei*s not drawing off the 
mind from the contemplation of the principal matter as 
one and complete. Tlius, the woman's application to 
the Kmg of Samaria, to compel her neighbour to fulfil 
the agreement of sharing with her tiie infant's fle^, gives 
a more frightful impression of tlie horrors of the famine 
than any more direct description could have done ; since 
it presents to us the picture of that hardening of the 
heart to every kind of horror, and that destruction of the 
ordinary state of human sentiment, which is the resnU 
of long-continued and extreme misery. Nor could any 
detail of the particular velKations suffered by the exiled 
Jews for their disobedience, convey so lively an idea of 
them as that description of their result contained in the 
denunciation of Mo:«es ; " In the evening thou shalt say. 
Would God it were morning ! and in the morning thou 
shalt say. Would God it were evening ! " 

In the poem of Rokeby, a striking exemplification oc- 
curs of what has been said : Bertram, iq describing the 
prowess he had displayed as a Buccaneer, does not par- 
ticularize any of his exploits, but alludes to the terrible 
impression they had left : 

Panama*8 maids shall long look pale. 
When Risingham inspires the tale ; 
Chill's dark matrons long shall tame 
Tkefroward child with Bertram's name. 

The first of Dramatists, who might have been perhaps 
the first of Orators, has ofifered some excellent exempli- 
fications of this rule ; especially in the speech of Antony 
over Caesar's body. 

12* 
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§4. 
Comparison is one powerful means of exciting or 
Com ri«on ^®>ghtening any emotion ; viz. by presenting 

a parallel between the case in band and some 
other that is calculated to call forth such emodons ; taking 
care, of course, to represent the present case as stronger 
than the one it is compared with, and such as oij^ht to 
ajfTect us more powerfully. 

When several successive steps of this kind are em**^ 
Climax ployed to raise the feeling gradually to the 

highest pitch, (which is the {principal employ- 
ment of what Rhetoricians call the Climax,)* a far strong* 
er effect is produced than by the mere presentation of 
the most striking object at once. It is observed by all 
travellers who have visited the Alps, or other stupen- 
dous mountains, that they form a very inadequate /notion 
of the vastness of the greater ones, till they ascend some 
of the less dcY&ted, (which yet are Inige mountains,) 
and thence view the others stiH towering above them. 
And the mind, no less than the eye, cannot so well take 
in and do justice to any vast object at a single glance, 
as by several successive approaches and repeated com- 
parisons. Thus in the well-known Climax of Cicero in 
the Oration against V erres, shocked as the Romaas were 
likely to be at the bare mention of the crucifixion of one 
of their citizens, the successive steps by which he brings 
them to the contemplation of such an event, were calcu- 

* An analogous Arrangenient o£ Arguments ^ in order to set forth the 
full force of the one we mean to dwell upon, would also receive tlie 
same appellation ; and in fact is yerj often combined and blended 
with t)iat which is here spoken of. ^ 
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lated to work up their feelings to a much higher pitch: 
^^ h is an outrage to bind a Rommi citizen ; to scourge 
him is an atrocious cQme ; to put him to death is almost 
parricide ; but to crucify him — what shall I call it ? " 

It is observed, accordingly, by Aristotle, in speaking 
of Paaeg3rric9 that the person whom we would hold up 
to admiration, should always be compared, and advan- 
tageously compared^ if possible, with those that are 
already illustrious, but if not, at least with some person 
whom he esccels : to excels being in itself, he says, a 
ground of adihirationi. The same rule will apply, as has 
been ssdd, to all othdr feelings as well as to Admiration: 
Anger, or Pity, for instance, are more effectually excited 
if we produce cases such as would call forth those pas- 
sions, and which, though similar to those before us, are 
not so strong ; and so with respect to the rest. 

When it is sffld, however, that the object which we 
compare with another, introduced for the purpose, should 
be one which on^kt to excite the feeling in question in 
a higher degree than that other, it is not meant that 
tMs must actually be, already, the impression of the 
hearers : the reverse will more commonly be the case ; 
that the instances adduced will be siwh as kctually affect 
their feelings more strongly than that to which we are 
endeavouring to turn them, till the flame spreads, as it 
were, from the <Mie to the other. This will especially 
hold good in every case where self is concerned ; e. g. 
men feel naturally more indignant at a slight aflSont offered 
to themselves, ox those closely connected with them, 
than at tlie most grievous wrong done to a stranger ; if 
therefore you would excite their utmost indignation in 
such a case, it must be by comparmg it with a parallel 
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case that coacerns tliemselves ; i. e« by leading them to 
consider how they ^^uld feel were such and such an 
injuiy done to thenaselves. And) on the other hand, 
if you would lead them to a just sense of their own f&ults, 
it must be by leading them to contemplate like fauhs in 
others ; of which the celebrated parable of Nathan, 
addressed to David, affords an admirable instance. 

It often answers very well to introduce in this manner 
an instance not only avowedly fictitious^ but even mani* 
fesdy impossibley provided it be but eonceivabk. A case 
may thus be exhibited more strikmg and apposite than 
any real or possible one that could be found. I have 
inserted in the Appendix some examples of this kind.* 

§5. 
Another Rule, (which also is connected in some de- 
ExR ratin ^^^ ^^ Style,) rchtcs to the tone of feeling 
»n* •»'•"«*- to be manifested by the writer or speaker him- 

tSng methods. ^ •' ^ * 

self, in order to excite the most effectually the 
desired emodons in the minds of the hearers. And this 
is to be accomplished by two opposite methods : the one, 
which is the more obvious, is to express openly the feeling 
m question ; the other, to seem labouring to suppress it: 
in the former method, the inost forcible remarks ar^ 
introduced, — the most direct as well as impassioned 
kind of description is employed, — and something of ex- 
aggeration introduced, in order to carry the hearers as 
far Bsi possible in the same direcdon in which the Orator 
seems to be himself hurried, and to infect them to a cer- 
iam degree with the emotions and sentiments which he 

• See Appendix, [F.] 
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tlius manifests : die other method, which is often no less 
successful, is to abstain from all remarks, or from all such 
as come up to the expression of feeling which the occa* 
sion seems to authorize — to use a gentler mode of ex- 
pression than the case mi^t fairly warrant, — to deliver 
^^ an unvarnished tale, " leavmg the hearers to make 
their own comments, — and to appear to stifle and studi*' 
ously to keep within hounds such emotions as may 
seem natural. This produces a kind of reaction in the 
hearers' minds ; and being struck with the madequacy 
of the expressions, and the labored calmness of the 
speaker's manner of statmg things, compared with what 
he may naturally be disposed to feel, they will often 
rush into the opposite extreme, and become the more 
strongly affected by that which is set before them in so 
simple and modest a form. And though this method is 
in reality more artificial than the other, the artifice is tlie 
mcnre likely (perhaps for that very reason) to escape 
detection ; men being less on their guard against a speak- 
er who does not seem so much labouring to work up 
iheir feelings, as to repress or moderate his own ; pro- 
vided that this calmness and coolness of manner be not 
carried to such an extreme as to bear the appearance of 
adectation ; which caution is also to be attended to in 
the other mode of procedure no less ; an excessive hy- 
perbolical exaggeration being likely to defeat its own 
object. Aristotle mentions, {Rhet. book ix.) though 
very briefly, these two modes of rousing the feelings, the 
latter under the name of Eironeia^ which in his time was 
commonly employed to signify, not according to the 
modem use of "Irony," saying "the contrary to what 
IS meant," but, what later writers usually express by 
lAtottSy i. e. "saying less than is meant." 
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The two methods may often be both used on the same 
occasion, beginning with the calm, and proceedii^ to the 
impassioned, afterwards, when the feelmgs of the hearers 
are akeady wrought up to a certain pitch : oiav 1;^ ^fiij 
ro^g dx^oardg, xai noltjari iv&ovauiaai.* Universally indeed 
it is a fault carefully to be avoided, to express feelings 
more vehemendy than that the audience can go along 
with the speaker ; who would, in that case, as Cicero 
observes, seem like one ravmg among the sane, or intox- 
icated in the midst of the sober, f And accordmgly, 



* Aristotle, Rhet. book iii. ch. 7. 

t In no point perhaps more than in that now under connderation 
is the importance of a judicioos arrangemaU to be perceived. The 
natural and suitable order of the parts of a discourse (natural it may 
be called, because corresponding with that in which the ideas suggest 
themselves to the mind) is, that their statements and arguments 
should first be clearly and calmly laid down and developed, which 
are the ground and justification of such sentiments and emotions as 
the case calls for ; and that then the impassioned appeal (supposing 
the circumstances such as admit of or demand this) should be made, 
to hearers well prepared by their previous deliberate conviction, for 
resigning themselves to such feelings as fairly arise out of that con- 
viction. The former of these two parts may be compared to the back 
of a sabre ; the latter to its edge. The former should be firm and 
weighty ; the latter keen. The writer who is deficient in strength of 
Argument, seems to want weight and stoutness of metal ; his strokes 
make but a superficial impression, or the weapon is shivered to frag- 
ments in his hand. He again whose Log^c is convincing, but whose 
deficiency is in the keenness of his application to tlie heart and to 
the will of the hearer, seems to be wielding a blunt though ponderous 
weapon ; we wonder to find that such weighty blows have not cut 
deeper. And he who reverses the natural order, — who htgins with 
a vehement address to the feelings, and afterwards proceeds to the 
arguments which alone justify such feelings, reminds us of one wield- 
ing an excellent sword, but striking with the hatk of it : if he did but 
turn it round, its blows would take efiect. 
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except where from ex&aneous causes the audience are 
already in an excited state, we must carry them forward 
gradually, and allow time for the fire to kindle. The 
blast which would heighten a strong flame, would, if 
applied too soon, extinguish the first famt spark. The 
speech of Antony over Csesar's corpse, which has been 
already mentioned, affords an admirable example of that 
combination of the two methods which has just been 
spoken of. 

Generally, however, it will he found that the same 
Orators do not excel equally in both modes of exciting 
the feeling?; and it should be recommended to each to 
employ prmcipally that in which he succeeds best; smce 
either, if judiciously mans^ed, will generally prove effec- 
tual for its object. The well-known tale of Inkle and 
Yarico, which is an instance of the extenfjuUing method, 
(as it may be called,) could not, perhaps, have been ren- 
dered more affecting, if equally so, by the most impas- 
sioned vehemence and rhetorical heightening. 

§6. 
When the occasion or object in question is not such as 
calls for, or as is likely to excite m those par- Divenion or 
ticular readers or hearers, the emotions requir- * ^®***"** 
ed, it is a common Rhetorical artifice to turn their atten- 
tion to some object which will call forth these feelings ; 
and when they are too much excited to be capable of 
judging calmly, it will not be difficult to turn their pas- 
sions, once roused, in the direction required, and to make 
them view the case before them in a very, different light. 
When the metal is heated, it may easily be moulded into 
the desired form. Thus vehement indignation against 
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some crime, may be directed agaiost a person who hag 
not been proved guilty of it ; and vague declamations 
jQgainst corruption, oppression, &c. or against the mis- 
chiefs of anarchy; with high-flown panegyrics on liberty, 
rights of man, &c. or ou social order, justice, the consti- 
tuticm, law^ religion, &c. will gradually lead the bearers to 
take for granted, without proof, that the inea9ure propos- 
ed will lead to these evils or these advantages ; and it 
will in consequence become the object of groundless 
abhorrence or admiration. For the very utterance of 
such word3 as have a multitude of what may be called 
ftimuhtting ideas associated with them, will operate like 
a charm on the minds, especially of the ignorant and 
unthinking, and raise such a tumult of feeling, as will 
effectually blind their judgment ; so that a string of vague 
abuse or panegyric, will often have the effect of a train 
of sound Argulnent. This artifice falls under the head 
of ^^ Irrelevant Conclusion, " or ignorcUio elenchi, men- 
tioned m the Treatise on Fallacies. ,> 
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CHAP. III. 

OJ the favourable or unfavourable disposition of Uu 
hearers towards the Speaker or his opponent. 

♦ § 1- 

In ndsing a favourable impression of the speaker, or an 
unfavourable one of his opponent, a peculjgr 
tact will of course b necessary ; especialMPK^i 
the former, since direct self-commendation will 
usually be disgusting, to a greater degree, even than a 
direct personal attack on another ; thoi^, if the Orator 
is pleading his own cause, or one in which he is person- 
ally concerned, (as was the case in the speech of De- 
mosthenes concerning the Crown,) a greater allowance 
wiB be made for him on this point ; especially if he be 
a very eminent person, and one who may safely appeal 
to public actions performed by him. Thus Pericles is 
represented by Thucydides as claiming directly, when 
speaking in his own vindication, exactly the qualities 
(good Sense, good Principle, and Good-will) which Aris- 
tode lays down as constituting the character which we 
must seek to appear in. But then it b to be observed, 
that the historian represents him as accustomed to address 
the people with more authority than others for the most 
part ventured to assume. It is by the expression of wise, 
aniiable, and generous Sentiments^ that Aristotle recom- 
mends the speaker to manifest his own character ;^ but' 

*Of eoQsae it will «fleii happen that the hearen will thus be in- 
deed, on iamlfioient groviidfly td gite the spealrer AiIl credit for 
moral excellence, from his merely uttering thfe lanjpiage of it: the 
13 
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f.*ven this must generailj be done ia an oblique* and 
seemingly mcidental manner, lest the bearers be disgust- 
ed with a pompous and studied dbplay of fine senti- 
ments ; and care must also be taken not to afiront them 
.bjr seeming to inculcate as somethmg Ckely to be new to 
them, maxims which they regard as almost truisms. Of 
course the application of this last caution must vary 
according to the character of the persons addressed ; that 
might ex^^ admiration and gratitude in one audience, 
which aimRr would receive widi indignation and rid- 
icule. Most men, however, are disposed rather to 
overrate than to extenuate their own moral judgment; 
or at least to be jealous of any one*s appearing to under- 
rate it. 

Universally indeed, in the Arguments used, as well 
EioqtieB'-e as in the appeals made to the Feelings, a 
feiaUTo. consideration must be liad of the hearers, 
whether they are learned or ignorant, — of this or that 
profession, — nation, — character, &c. and the address 
must be adapted to each ; so that there can be no ex- 
cellence of writing or speaking in the abstract ; nor can 
we any more pronounce on the Eloquence of any Com- 
position, than upon the wholesomeness of a medicine, 
witliout knowing for whom it is intended. The less 
enlightened the hearers^ the harder, of course, it is to 

fallacy which in this case misleads them may be regarded as that of 
undistributed middle : ** a good man would speak so and so ; the 
speaker does this : therefbie he most be a good man." 

*E. g. ** It would be needless to impress upon you the mazhn/* 
dco. ** Tou cannot be ignorant," &o. dco. << I am not adranoing any 
high pretensions in expressing the sentiments which such an ooea- 
sion must caU forth in every honest heart," dco. 
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.make them comprehend a long sod complex train oi 
Reasoning ; so that sometimes the Arguments, in them* 
selves the most cogent, cannot be employed at all with 
effect; and the rest will need an expansion and copious 
tilustration i^ich would be needless, and therefore tire- 
some, (as has been above remarked,) before a* different 
kind of audience : on the other hand, their feelings mvy 
be excited by much bolder and coarser expedients ; such 
as those are the most ready to employ, and the most 
likely to succeed in, who are themselves but a little 
removed'above the vulgar ; as may be seen in the effects 
produced by fanatical preachers. But there are none 
whose feelings do not occasionally need and admit of 
excitement by the powers of Eloquence ; only there is 
a more exquisite skill required in thus affecting the edu- 
cated classes than the populace.* 

■ ■ I I 1 1 1 ■ I II J I 1^— ^1^^— ^— — 

* ** The less improved in knowledge and disoemment the hearen 
are, the easier it is for the speaker to work upon their passions, and 
by working on their passions, to obtain his end. This, it most be 
owned, appears on the other hand to give a considerable advantage 
to the preacher ; as in no Congregation can the bulk of the people 
be regarded as on a footing, in point of improvement, with either 
House of Parliament, or with the Judges in a Court of Judicature. 
It is certain, that the more gross the hearers are, the more avowedly 
may you address yourself to their passions, and the less occasion 
there is for argument ; whereas, the more intelligent they are, the 
more covertly must you operate on their passions, and the more 
attentive must you be |n regard to the justness, or at least the spe- 
ciousness, of your reasoning. Hence some have strangely conclud- 
ed, that the only scope for eloquence u in haranguing the multi- 
tude •, that in gaining over to your purpose men of knowledge and 
breeding, the exertion of Oratorical talents hath no influence. This 
is precisely as if one should argue, because a mob is much more 
easily subdued than regular troops, there is no occasion for the art 
of war, nor is there a proper field for the exertion of military skill. 
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On the othor hand, k is, as has bsen said, 'm die 
aauao degree more difficuk to brb^ the anedticated to 
a oomprehensioQ of the Ai^aments empliqred ; and this, 
not xmly from their reascHungrpo^aners faanng less geneial 
cttkiretioQ» but' abo, in many iii^ances, fixmi their igno- 
rance of the subject ;~—thehr needing to he informed of 
the facta,- aiid to have the piiociples^ exphmeid to them, 
on wbich the Argument proceeds. And I cannot but 
think that the generality of sermons seem to presc^pose 
a degree of religious knowledge in the heaiers greats 
than many of them would be found on examination to 
possess. When diis is the case, the most angdic elo<* 
quence most be unavailing to any practical purpose. 

In no point more thdn in that now under coaosidera- 

tion, viz. the Conciliation (to adopt the term of die 

Ladn writers) of the heavers^ is it reqittsite to consscter 

vdio and what the bearers are ; for when it is said th^t 

good Sense, good Principle, and Grood-wiU, constitute 
p... ... ■ ■ * 

imlefls when you are qnellingf an undisciplined rabble. Every body 
tees in this case, not only how absurd such a way of arguing would 
be, but that the very reverse ought to be the conclusion. The rea- 
•on why people do not so quickly perceive the absurdity in the 
other case, is, that they affix no distinct meaning to the word do- 
punchy often denoting no more by that term than wirn^j the power 
of moving the passions. But even in this improper acceptation, their 
notnm is far from being just ; for wherever there are men, learned 
or ignorant, civilized or barbarous, there are passions; and the 
greater the difficulty is in affecting these, th« more art is requisite.** 
Campbeirs Rketorie, book i. chap. z. sec. 2. p. 234, 225. 

It may be added to what Dr. C. has here remarked, that the title of 
doquait may have come to be oflen limited to such compositions as 
he is speaking of, from the circumstance that their eloquence is (to 
readers of cultivated mind) more conspicuous. That which afibcts 
our own feelings is not, by us, at the time at least, perceived to be 
eloquence. See note to the next section. 
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tlie character which the speaker ought to establish of 
himself, it is to be remenibered that every one of these 
is to be considered in reference to the opinions and 
habits of the audience. To thmk very di&rently from 
his hearers, may often be a sign of the Orator's wisdom 
and worth; but they are not likely to consider it so. 
A witty Satirist* has observed, that " it is a short way 
to obtain the reputation of a wise and reasonable man, 
whenever any one tells you his opinion, to -9gcee with 
him." Without going the full length of completely 
acting on thb maxim, it is absolutely necessary to re« 
member, that in proportion as the speaker manifests his 
dissent from the opinions and principles of his audience, 
so far, he runs the risk at least of impairing their estima- 
tion of his judgment. But this it is often necessary to 
do when any serious object is proposed ; because it will 
commonly happen that the very End aimed at shall be 
one which implies a change of sentiments, or even of 
principles and character, m the hearers.f Those indeed 
who aim only at popularity, are right in conforming their 
sentiments to those of the he8a*ers, rather than the con- 
trary ; but it is plain that though m this way they obtain 
the greatest reputation for Eloquence, they deserve it 

•Swift. 

f ThiB muat be very much the case with any preacher of the 'Go«- 
pel, bat nrast have been much more io with its first promulgators. 
** Christ cmeified " was " to the Jews a stombling-block, and to the 
Greeks, foolishness.*' The total change required in all the notions, 
habits, nnS systems of conduct in the first converts, constituted an 
obstacle to the reception of the new religion, which no other that has 
prevailed ever had to contend with. The striking contrast which 
Mahomroedism presents, in this respect, to Christianity, constitutes 
the rapid difiunon of the two, by no means parallel cases 
13* 
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tfae less; it being much easier, according to tbe tak 
related of Mahomet, to go to the mountain, tbao to bring 
tbe mountain to us.* There is but little Eloquence ia 
c<HiTbcing men that tbej are m the right, or inducing 
them to approre a chuacter which eobcides with their 
own. 

The Chrisdwi preacher therefore is in this respect 
placed in a difficult dilemma ; since he majr DHRconiM ^ 
be sure that the less he complies with the de- ' ?»^*»«- 
praved judgments of man's corrupt nature, the less ac* 
ceptable is he likely to be to that depraved judgment. 

But he who would claim the highest rank as an Oratoci 
(to omit all higher considerations,) must be the one who 
is tbe most successful, not in gaimng popular applause^ 
but in carrying his point, whatever it be. The preach* 

* Little foffce is neoesary to posh down heavj bodies pkeed on Ibe 
iperg9 of a decliYity ; but miiob forco ia nqqkite to stop ihtm in 
their progress, and push them up. If a man should say, that because 
the first is more frequently efiected than the last, it is the best trial 
of strength, and the only suitable use to which it can be applied, we 
should at least not think him remarkable for distinetness in his ideas. 
Popnlaiity alone, therefore, is no test at aJl of the doqoenoe of this 
speaker, no more than velocity alone would be, of the force of th/e 
external impulse originally given to the body moving. As in this 
the direction of the body, and other circumstances, must be taken into 
the account ; so in that, you must consider the tendency of the lepeh- 
ing, whether it favors or opposes the vices of the heaxets. To head 
a sect, to inlUse perty^spint, to make men arrogant, nnphsfitable, a|i4 
malevolent, is the easiest task imaginable, and to which almost any. 
blockhead is fblly equal. But to produce the contrary elfeet, to suht 
due the spirit of iaetiom, and that monster, spiritual |mde, with whifik 
it is invariably accompanied, to inspire equity* modeoktion, and ohar«s 
itj into men*s sentiments and conduct with regard to others, is tha 
genoiiie test of eloquence." Campbell's JRftetoric, book i. chap, ju 
sec. 5. p. 230. 
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er, however, who is mtent on diis object, should use all 
such precautions as ave not inconsistent with it, to avoid 
raising unfavouraUe impressions in his hearers. Much 
will depend on a gentle and conciliatory manner ; nor is 
it necessary that he should, at once, in an abrupt and 
offensive form, set forth aU the difi^rences of senti- 
ment between Umself and his congregation, but win them 
over hj degrees ; and m whatever point, and to what- 
ever extent^ be may suppose them to agree with him, it 
i$ allowable, and &r that reason advisable, to dwell on 
that agreement ; as the Apostles began every address to 
the Jews by an appeal to the Prophets, v/hose authority 
they admitted ; and as Paul opens his discourse to the 
Athenians ( though unfoituna^ely the words of our trans- 
lati<Hi are likely to convey an opposite idea) * by a com- 
mendation of their respect lor religion. And .above all, 
wh^e censure is called for, the speaker should avoid, 
not merely on Chratitti, but also on Rhetoncal princi- 
ples, all i^pearanee of exultation in Ins own superior^ 
ity,: — of contempt^ or of uncharitable triumph in the 
detecticm of faults ; ^^ in meeknessj itutructing tliem that 
oppose themselves/' 

§2. 
Of intellectual qualifications, th^re is ope which, it is 
evident, should not only not be blazoned forth. Danger of 
but should in a great measure be concealed; or foJ*eio-***° 
kept out of sight ; viz. Ehetorical skill; sbce **''*'"''*'• 
whatever is attributed to die Eloquence of the speaker 

^^etai^aiftovetnigovgy not '^ too rapentitioYiB/' but (asal- 
moiit all eommentatora are now agreed ) ** very much disposed to the 
worship of ^rine bemgs." 
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is 80 much deducted from the strength of lus cause. 
Hence, Pericles is re^^resented by Thucydides as artfully 
claiming, in his vindication of himself, the power of 
explaining the measures he proposes, not. Eloquence in 
persuading their adoption* And according^ a skilful 
Orator seldom fails to notice and extol the Eloquence of 
his oppon«it, and to warn the hearers ag^st being mis- 
led by it. It is a pecidiari^r therefore m the Rhetorical 
art, that in it, more than in any other, vanity has a direct 
and immediate tendency to interfere with the proposed 
object. Excessive vanity may indeed, in various ways, 
prove an impecBment to success in other pursuits ; but 
in the endeavour to Persuade, all wish to appear excel- 
lent in that art, operates as a hindrance. A Poet, a 
Statesman, or a General, &c. thoi^h extreme covetous- 
ness <^ applause may mislead them, will, however, attain 
their respective Ends, certainly not the less for being 
admired as excellent, in Poetry, Politics, or War ; but 
the Orator attains his End the better the less he is 
regarded as an Orator ; if he can make the hearers be- 
lieve diat he is not only a stranger to all unfair artifice, 
but even destitute of all Persuasive skill whatever, he 
will persuade diem the more effectually, * and if there 
ever could be an absolutely perfect Orator, no one 
would, at the time at least, discover that he was so. f 

* '' I am no orator, as Brutas b/* &c. Shaksp. Julius CiB8ar 
f Tlie following passage from a review of " The Heart of Mid-Lo- 
thian/' coincides precisely with what has here been remarked : " We 
cannot bestow the same unqualified praise on another celebrated 
scene, Jeaonie's interview with Queen Caroline. Jeannie's pleadin^r 
appears to us much too rhetorical for the person and for the occasion , 
and the queen*8 answer, supposing her to have been overpowered bf 
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And tUs consideration majr serve to account for tbe tact 
which Cicero remarks upon (jDe Oraiarej book i.) as so 
inexplicable ; vis. the small number -of persons who, 
down to his time, faa4 obtained high reputtiUon as orators 
compared with those who had obtained exceMence ii» 
other pursuits. Few men are destitute of the desire of 
admiration ; and most are especially ambitious of it i» 
tbe pursuit to which they have chiefly devoted them 
sdves; the Omtar therefore is continually tempted to 
sacrifice the: substance tq the shaidow, by auning lath*' 
er at the adouiatioa of the heacen, than thair conviction , 
and thus to fail of thai expeDence in his art which be> 
might otherwise be well qualified, to attain, tlirou^ the 
desire of a reputation for it. And on the other hand, 
some may have been redly pensminye speakers, who 
yet may not have ranked high in men's opinion, and may 
not have been known to possess tint nt of which they 
gave proof by. dxeir skilfiil concealment of it. There> 
is no point, in short, m iduch report is so litde to be 
trusted. 

Jeannie's entreaties, 'This is eloquence,* is still worse. Had it been 
eloqoenpe, it must necessarily have been unperceived bj the queen 
If then is any art of which eehre artem im the baan, it is this. Th&. 
instant it pee{>a out, it defeats, its own object, by diverting our attention 
from the anbject to the speaker, and th/it with ^'suspicion of his soph 
istry equal to our admiration of his ingenuity. A man who, in an 
■wer to an earnest address to the fcteiings of Ms hearer, is toldj * you 
have spoken eloquently/ feels that be has failed. Effie, when sho 
entreats Sharpitlaw to allow her to see her f^Ister, is eloquent, and his 
answer accordingly betrays perfect unconsciousness that she has been 
so, * Ton shall see your sister,' he began ' if you'll tell me ; ' then 
interraptlng himsdf, he added in a man hunied tone, ' no, yon ahaU 
see your sister, whether joa tell me or nou' " Quarterly Raviewi 
No. U, p. 118 
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If I were asked to digress a little from mj subject, and 
to say what I should recommeod in point of morality and 
of prudence, to the speaker or writer, and to those whom 
he addresses, with respect to the precept just given, I 
should, in reply, counsel him who wishes to produce a 
permanent effect, (for I am not now adverting to the case 
of a barrister,) to keep on the side of what he believes to 
be truth ; and, avoiding ail sc^histry, to aim only at set* 
ting forth that truth as strongly as possible, (combating, 
of course, any unjust personal prejudice against himself,) 
without any endeavour to gain applause for his own abil- 
ities. If he is himself thoroughly coi>vinced, and strong- 
ly impressed, and can keep clear of the seductions of 
vanity, he will be more likely in this way to gam due 
credit for the strength of his cause, than by yielding to a 
feverish anxiety about the opinion that others may form of 
him. And as I should of course advise the reader or 
hearer to endeavour, in each case, to form lus judgment 
according to the real and valid arguments urged, and to 
regulate his feelings and sentiments according to what 
the case justly caUs for, so, with a view to this end, I 
would suggest these two cautions ; first, to keep in mind 
that there is danger of overrating as well as of unde]> 
rating the eloquence of what is said ; and that to attrib- 
ute to the skill of the advocate what really belongs to 
the strength of his cause, is just as likely to lead to error 
as the opposite mistake: and secondly, to remember 
that when the feeling*^ are strongly excited, they are not 
necessarily over-excited : it may be that they are only 
brought mto the state which the occasion fully justifies ; 
or ^vert that they still fall short of this.* 

* See part ii. chap. 1. § 2. 
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r §3. 

Of the three points which Aristotle directs the orator 
to claim credit for, it mi^t seem af first sight ^ charactef 
that cme, viz. " Grood-will," is unnecessary to wuiKweii 
be mentioned ; since Ability and Integrity JJqJJUfS?*'^ 
would appear to comprehend, m most cases at 
least, all that is needed ; a virtuous man, it may be said, 
must wish weU to his countrymen, or to any persons 
whatever, wtiom he may be addressing. But on a more 
attentive consideration, it will be manifest that Aristotle 
had good reason for mentionmg this head ; if the speak- 
er were believed to wish well to his Country^ and to 
evexy individual of it, yet if he were suspected of being 
unfriendly to the political or other Party to which his 
bearers belonged, they would listen to him with prejudice. 

The abilities wid the conscientiousness of Phocion seem 
not to have been doubted by any ; but they were so far 
from gainbg him a favourable hearing among the Demo- 
cratical party at Athens, (who knew him to be no friend 
to Democracy,) that they probably distrusted him the 
more; as one whose public spirit would induce him, and 
whose talents would enable him, to Subvert the existing 
Constitution. 

One of the most powerful engines, accordingly, of the 
orator, is this kind of appeal to party-spirit. 
Party-spirit may, indeed, be considered in 
another point of view, as one of the Passions which may 
be directly appealed to, when it can be brou^t to 
operate in the direction required ; i. e. when the con- 
duct the writer or speaker is recommendbg appears 
likely to gratify party-spirit ; but it is the indirect q)peal 
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to it which is now under consideration ; viz. the favour, 
credit, and weight which the speaker will derive from 
appearii^ to be of the same party with the hearers, or 
at least not oppoised to it. And this is a sort of credit 
which he may claim more openly and avowedly than 
any other ; and he may likewise throw discredit on his 
opponent in a less offensive, but not less effectual man- 
ner. A man cannot say in direct terms, '^ I am a wise 
and worthy man, and my adversary the reverse;" but 
he is aUowed to sqr, ^^ I ai&ere to the principles of Mr. 
Pitt or of Mr. Fox ; " << I am a friend to Presbyterian- 
ism, or to Episcopacy," (as the case may be,) and " my 
opponent, the rev«*se ;" which is not regarded as «a 
offence against modesty, and yet amounts virtuaBy to as 
strong a self-commendadon, and as decided vituperation, 
in the eyes of those imbued with party-spirit, as if ev€iry 
kind of merit and of demerit bad been enumerated : for 
to zealous party-men, zeal for their party will very often 
either imply, or stand as a snbstitute for, every other 
kind of worth. 

Hard, indeed, therefore is the task of him whose 
object is to counteract party-spirit and to soften the 
violence of those prejudices which spring from it.^ His 
only resource must be to take care that he give no 
ground for being supposed imbued with the violent and 
unjust prejudices of the opposite party, — -that he give 

— . — :•-., 

• " Of all the prepossessions in the minds of the hearers, which 
tend to impede or counteract the design of the speaker, partj-spb-it, 
where it happens to prevail, is the most pernlcioos; being' nt oxieo 
the most inflexible, and the most unjust. **** Violent party Hnea not 
only lose all sympathy with those of the opposite side, but even .coiv 
tracf an antipathy to ^ them. This, on some occasions, even the 
Hvinetft eloquence will not surmount." (Campbell's Rhetmie, 
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his audience credit, (since it rarely happens hut that 
each party has some tenets that are reasonahle,) for 
whatever there may be that deserves praise, — that he 
proceed gradually and cautiously m removis^ the errors 
in which they^are infected,-^ and above |dl^ that he 
studiously disclaim and avoid the appearance of any tUng 
Vkd a feeling of personal hostility^ or persoiid eoBtempt« 
If the orat(»r's character can be suffitimtly estaUisfaed 
in respect of Ability, and also of Grood-Will 

• , A character 

towards the hearers, it might at first slight ap* for integrity 
pear as if this would be suffibienl ; since the 
former of these would imply the Power, and the latter 
the Inclination, to give the best advice, whatever might 
be his Moral character ; but Aristode (in his PolUics) 
justly remarks that this last is also requisite to be insist- 
ed on, in order to produce entire confidence ; for, says 
he, though a man cannot be suspected of wanting Good- 
wffl towards himself^ yet ndai^ very able men act most 
absurdly, even in their own affairs, for want of Moral 
virtue ; being either bUnded or overcome by their Pas* 
sions, so as to sacrifice their own most important interests 
to their present gratifioadon ; and much more, therefore, 
may they be expected to be thus seduced by personal 
ten^^tadons, in the advice they give to others. Pericles, 
accordingly, in the speech which h^s been already re* 
f<SMTed to, is represented by Thucydides^as insisth^ not 
only on his polidcal abili^ and his patriotism, but also 
on hk unimpeached integritf , as a qualification absolute- 
ly necessary to eadtle him to their confidence ; ^^ for the 
man," says he,. '^ who possesses every other requisite, but 
is overcome by the temptadon of interest, will be ready 
to sell every thing for the gratificadon of his avarice.*' r^ 
14 
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§ 4. 
From what has been said of the speaker's recommen- 
Character of cktion of Mmself to the audience, and estab- 
opponent. Ughment of his authority with them, sufficient 
rules may readily be deduced for the analogous pro- 
cess,-^- the depreciation of an opponent. Both of these, 
and especially the lattear^ under the offensive tide of 
persanalitify are by many indiscriminately decried as 
unfair Rhetorical artifices; and doubdess they are, in 
the majority of cases, sophistically employed; and by 
none more effectually than by those who are perpetually 
declaiming agunst such Fallacies ; the unthinking hear- 
ers not being prepared to expect any firom those who 
represent themselves as holding them in such abhorrence. 
But surely it is not in itself an unfair topic of argument, 
in cases not admitting of decisive and unquestionable 
proof, to ui^e that the one party deserves the hearers' 
confidence, or that the other b jusdy an object of their 
distrust. ^' If the measure is a good one," it has been 
said, ^^ will it become bad because it is supported by a 
bad man? if it is bad, will it become good, because sup- 
ported by a good man.^ If the measure be really inexpe- 
dient, why not at once shew that it is so? Your produc- 
ing these irrelevant and mconclusive arguments, in lieu 
of direct ones, though not sufficient to prove that the 
measure you thus oppose is a good one, contributes to 
prove that you yourself regard it as a good one." Now 
to lake thus for granted, that in every case, decisive 
arguments to prove a measure bad or good, independent 
of all consideration of the character of its advocates, 
could be found, and could be made ckar to the persons 
addressedy is a manifest petido principii. There is no 
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doubt that the generality of men are too much disposed 
to consider more, wha proposes a measure,' than what it 
is that is proposed ; and probably would continue to do 
so, even under a system of annual Parliaments and 
universal suffiage ; and if a warning be given against an 
excessive tend^acy to this way of judging, it is reason* 
able, and may be useful; nor should any one escape ' 
censure who confines himself to these topics, or dwells 
principally on them, in cases where ^^ direct " arguments 
are to be expected ; but they are not to be condemned 
in toto as ^^ irrelevant and inconclusive," because they 
are only probable, and not in themselves decisive ; it is 
<»ily in matters of strict science, and that too, in arguing 
to scientific men,* that the character of the advisers (as 
well as all otlier probable Arguments) should be wholly 
put out of the question. 

And it is remarkable that the necessity of allowmg 
some weight to this consideration, in political matters, 
increases m proportion as any country enjoys a free 
government. If all the power be in the hands of a few. 
of the higher orders, who have the opportunity at least 
of obtaining education, it is conceivable, whether proba 
ble or not, that they may be brought to try each pro* 
posed measure exclusively on its intrinsic merits, by 
abstract arguments ; but can any man, m his senses, 
really believe that the great mass of the people^ of even 
any considerable portion of them, can ever possess so 
much political knowledge, patience in investigation, and 
sound Logic, (to say nothing of candour.) as to be able 

• Qu. Is every one chargeable wi^h weaknew or absurdity who 
believes thai the earth moves round the Sun, on the authority of 
Astronomers, without havin|r himself scientifically demonstrated it? 
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Itfid wining to judge, and to judge correctly, of every 
proposed political measure, in the abstract, without any 
regard to thdr opinion of the persons who propose it f 
hnd it is evident that in every case in which the hearers 
are not completely competent judges, they not ooly will, 
but must, take into consideradon the characters df those 
' who propose, support, or dissuade any measure ;-^the 
persons they are connected with, — the desigps they may 
be supposed to entertain, &c.; though, undoubtedly, an 
txcesrive and exclusive r^ard to Persons rather than 
Arguments, is one of the chief Fallaeies against which 
men ought to be cautioned. 

But if the opposite mode of judging b every case 
were to be adopted without lunitation, it is plain tliat 
children could not be educated. Indeed, happily for the 
world, most of them, who were allowed to proceed oq 
diis plan, would in consequence perish in childhood. . A 
pious Christian again has the same implicit reliance on 
his God, even where unable to judge of the reasonable- 
ness of his commands and dispensations, as a dutiful and 
affectioiiate child has on a tender parent. Now thon^ 
such a man is of course regarded by an Atheist as weak 
and absurd, it is surely on account of his beliefs not of 
his consequent conduct^ that he is so regarded. JSvea 
Atheists would in general admit that he is acting reason- 
ably, on the suppoiition that dbere is a God, who has 
tevealed himself to man. 



§ S. 

In no way, perhaps, are men, not bigoted to party, 
more likely to be misled by their favourable Authority 
or unfavourable judgment of their advisers, JSJjSid °" 
tlian in what relates to the authority derived •*p*'"*"*^ 
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from Experience. Not that Experience ought not to be 
allowed to have great weight; but that men are apt 
not to consider with sufficient attention, what it is that 
constitutes Experience, in each point : so that frequently 
one man shall have credit for much Experience, in what 
relates to the matter in hand, and another, who, perhaps, 
possesses as mnch, or more, shall be underrated as want- 
ing it. The vulgar, of all ranks, need to be warned 
iBrst, that Hme^ne does not constitute^ Experience ; so 
that many years may have passed over a man's head, 
without his even havmg Iiad the same opportunities of 
aoquhing it, as another, much younger : secondly, that the 
longest practice in conducting any business in one way, 
does not necessarily confer any Experience in conducting 
it in a different way ; e. g. an experienced Husbandman, 
or Minister of State, in Pensia, would be much at a loss 
in Europe : and if diey had some things less to learn than 
an entire novice, on the other hand they would have 
much to unlearn : and, diirdly, that merely being con- 
versant about a certain class of subjectSy does not confer 
Experience in a case where the OpercUionSy and the 
End proposed, are different. It is said that there was 
an Amsterdam merchant, who had dealt largely in com 
all his life, who had never seen a field of wheat growing ; 
this man had doubtless acquired, by Experience, an 
accurate judgment of the qualities of each description of 
corn, — of the best methods of storing it, — of the arts 
of buying and selling it at proper times, &c.; but he 
would have been greatiy at a loss in its cultivation ; 
though he had been, in a certain way, long conversant 
about com. Nearly similar is the Experience of a prac- 
tised Lawyer, ^supposing him to be nothing^ more,) in a 
14* 
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case of Legislation; because he has been long convert 
satU about La^^ the unreflecting attribute great weight 
to his judgment ; whereas hb constant habits of fixing 
Iiis thoughts on idiat the law i^y and withdrawing it from 
the irrelevant question of what the law onght to be ; — 
his careful obsenrance of a multitude of rules, (which 
afford the more scope for the display of his skSl, b pro* 
portion as they are arbitrary, unreasonable, and unac 
coimtable,) with a studied indifference as to that which 
is foreign from his business, the convenience or ineonven'^ 
ience of those Rules, — may be expected to operate un- 
favourably on his judgment in questi<Mis of Legislation : 
and are likely to counterbalance the advantages of his 
superior knowledge, even in such points as do bear on 
the question. 

' In matters connected with Political-economy, the expe<- 
Hence of practical men is oft^i appealed to in opposition 
to those who are called Theorists ; even though the 
latter perhaps are deducing conclusions from a wide 
induction of facts, while the experience of the others will 
often be found only to amount to their having been long 
conversant with the details of office, and having all that 
time gone on in a certain beaten track, from which they 
never tried, or witnessed, or even imagined, a deviation. 

So also the authority derived from experience of a 
practical Miner, i. e. one who has wrought all his life in 
one mine, will sometimes delude a speculator into a vain 
search for metal or coal, against the opinion perhaps of 
TheoristSy i. e. persons of extensive geological observa- 
tion. 

The consideration then of the character of the speak 
er, and of his opponent, being of so much hnportance, 
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both as a legitimate source of Persuasion, in man}' instan- 
ces^and also as a topic of Fallacies, it is evidently incum- 
bent on the OTator to be well veiled m this branch i)f the 
art, with a view both to the jus^fiable advancement of 
his own cause, and to the detection and exposure of 
unfair artifice in dn 6pponent. It is neither possiUe, nor 
can it in justice be ezcpected, that this mode of persua* 
sion. should be totally renounced and exploded, great as 
are the abuses to which it i» KaUe : but the speaker is 
bound, in conscience, tb abstain from those abuses hun- 
self ; and, in prudence, to be on hb guard i^abst them 
in others. 

To enumerate the various-kinds of impressions-, favour- 
able and unfavourable, that hearers or readers may enter* 
tarn concemmg any one, would be tedious and superflu- 
ous. But it may be worth observing, that a charge of 
inconsistency^ as it is one of the most disparaging, is also 
one that is perhaps the roost frequendy ui^ed with effect, 
on insufficient grounds. Strictly speaking, inconsistency 
(such at least a&a wise and good man is exempt from) 
is the maintaining at the same time two contradictory 
propositions; whether expressed in language, or implied 
in sentiments or conduct. As, e. g. if an author, in an 
argumentative work, while he represents every syllogism 
a3 futile and fallacious reasoning, admits that all reason- 
ing may be exhibited in the form of syllogisms ; or, if 
the same person censures and abhors oppression, yet 
pracuses it towards others ; or if be prescribes two medi- 
cines which neutralize each other's effects, &c. 

But a man is often censured as inconsistent, if he 
changes his plans or his opinions on any point. And 
certainly if he does this often, and lightly, that is good 
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ground for withholding confidence from him. But it 
would be more precis^ to characterize him as fickle and 
unsteady, than as mconsistent ; because this use of the 
term tends to confound one fault with another ; viz. with 
holding two incompatible opmions at once* 

But moreover a man is often charged with inconsist- 
ency for approving some parts of a book, — system, — 
character, &c. and disapproving others; — for being now 
an advocate for peace, and now for war ; — in short, for 
accommodating his judgment or his conduct to the cir- 
cumstances before him, as the mariner sets his sails to 
the wind. In this case there is not even any change of 
mind implied; yet for this a man is often taxed with 
inconsistency ; though in many instanced there would 
even be an inconsistency in the opposite procedure; 
e. g. in not shifting the sails, when the wind changes. 

In the other case mdeed, — when a man does change 
his mind, — he implies some error, either first or last. 
But some errors every man is liable to, who is not infal- 
lible. He therefore who prides himself on his consisten- 
cy, on the ground of resolving never to change his plans 
or opinions, does virtually (unless he means to proclaim 
himself either too dull to detect his mistakes, or too obsti- 
nate to own them) lay claim to infallibility. And if at 
the same time he ridicules (as is often done) the absur- 
dity of a claim to infallibility, he is guilty of a gross 
inconsistency in the proper and primary sense of the 
word. But it is much easier to boast of consistency 
than to preserve it. For, as, in the dark, adverse troops 
may take post near each other, without mutual recogni 
tion, and consequendy without contest, but as soon as 
daylight comes, the weaker give place to the stronger ; 
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'SO) in a-mi$ty and darka^ mind) the niost incotnpitible 
opimons may eocist tc^ether, without any perception of 
their, discrepancy; ^U the luiderstanding becomes su&^ 
eiently enlightened to enable the man to reject the less 
reasonable opinions) and retiMn the oppoaites. 
. It maybe added) that it is a vety fm groundJor dis^ 
paraging aiiy one's judgment^ if he maintains vny doc* 
tnne or sysl^m^ avovfwily for the sake (xT consbtency* 
That must always be a bad reason* If the system^ &c* 
is rtght^ you should pursue it because it is ri^t, and not 
because you have pursued it hitherto ; if it i? wrong, 
your having once committed a fault is a poor reason to 
^ve for persisting in it. 

It only remsuns to observe, on this bead, that (as Ans* 
totle teaches) die place for the disparagement of an oppo-' 
nent is, for the first speaker, near the cbse of his dis* 
course, to weaken the force of what may be said in reply s 
and, for. the opponent, near the opening, to lessen thv 
influence of what has been dreaci^ said. 

§ 6. 

Either a personal prejudice, such as has been just 
mentioned, or some odvev passion iinfkrourable unravoum. 
to the speaker^ dbject, may already exist in the tobla?i^S 
minds of the heareirs, which it must be his ^ 
business to. allay. 

It is obvious that this wiM the most efiectualfy be 
doole, not by endeavouring* to iHt>duce a state of perfect 
cahmuess and apathy, but by exciting somo contrary 
emodon. And here it is to be observed that some pas-* 
sions may be, Rhetorically speaking, opposite to each 
other, though in strictness they are not so ; viz. whenev 
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er they are incompatible with each other: e. g. the oppo- 
site, strictly speaking, to Anger, would be a feeling of 
Good-will and approbation towards the person in ques- 
tion ; but it is not by the excitement of this, alone, that 
Anger may be allayed ; for Fear is, practically, contrary, 
to it also ; as b remarked by Aristotle ; who philosophi- 
cally accounts for this, on, the principle that Anger, imply* 
ing a desire to inflict punishmenij must imply also a 
supposition that it is possibk to^do so ; and accordingly 
men do not, he says, feel Anger towards one who is so 
much superior as to be manifestly out of their reach ; 
and the object of their Anger ceases to be so, as soon as 
he becomes an object of Apprehension. Of course the 
converse abo of this holds good ; Anger, when it pe- 
vails, in like manner subduing Fear. Savage nations 
Accordingly, having no military discipline, are accustom- 
ed to work themselves up into a phrensy of rage by their 
war-songs and dances, in order to excite themselves to 
courage. * Compassion, likewise, may be counteracted 
either by Disapprobation, by Jealousy, by Fear, or by 
Disgust and Horror ; and Envy, either by Good-will, or 
by Contempt. 

This is the more necessary to be attended to in order 
that the Orator may be on his guard agamst inadvertent" 
ly defeating his own object, by exciting feelmgs at vari- 
ance with those he is endeavouring to produce, though 
not stricdy contrary to them. Aristotle accordingly 
notices, with this view> -the difference between the 
" Pitiable," {ilesipdp,) and the " Horrible or Shocking,*' 
(detrbv,) which, as he observes^ excite different feelings, 

* See Arist. Rket. b. U. in his Treatises on * Ooyh '^^^ 063og. 
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destructive of each other ; so that the Orator must be 
warned, if the former is his object, to keep clear of any 
thing that may excite the latter. 

It will often happen that it will be easier to give a 
new direction to the unfavourable passion, than to sub- 
due it ; e. g. to turn the indignadon or the laughter of 
the hearers against a different object. Indeed, whenever 
the case will admit of this, it will generally prove the 
more successful expedient, because it does not imply the 
accomplishment of so great a cnange m the minds of the 
hearers. 



PART III. 

or 8TTLB 

CHAP. I. 

Of Perspievity. 

§1. 

Though the consideration of Style has been laid down 

as holdmg a place in a Treatise of Rhetoric, 

Se'tmted^f it would be neither necessary nor pertinent, 

seaermiiy. ^ ^^^^ ^^^ j^^ ^ general discussion of the 

subject ; which would evidently embrace much that by 
no means peculiarly belongs to our present enquiry. It 
is requisite for an Orator, e. g. to observe the rules of 
Grammar ; but the same may be said of the Poet, and 
the Historian, &c. nor is there any peculiar kind of 
grammatical propriety belonging to Persuasive or Argu- 
mentative compositions ; so that it would be a departure 
from our subject to treat at lai^e, under the head of 
Rhetoric, of such rules as equally concern every other 
of the purposes for which Language is employed. 

Conformably to this view I shall, under the present 
head, notice but slightiy such principles of composition 
as do not exclusively or peculiarly belong to the present 
subject ; confining my attention chiefly to such obser- 
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vations oa Style as have ao eapecid reference to Argu-* 
mentative aod Persuasive works. 



§ 2. 
It is sufficiently evident (though the maxim is often 
practically disregarded) that the first requisite 
of Style not only in Rnetorical, but m all com- a*iS£tive^ 

. : ^ . ,; . . . 1 . , qunlliy. 

positions,* IS Perspicuity; since, as Aristotle 
observes, language which is not intelligible, or not clear- 
ly and readily intelligible, fails, in the same proportion, 
of the purpose for which language is employed. And 
it is equally self-evident (though this truth is still more 
frequently overlooked) that Perspicuity is a relative 
quality, and consequently cannot properly he predicated 
of any work, without a tacit reference to the class of 
readers or hearers for whom it is designed. Nor is it 
enough that the Style be such as they are capable. o( 
understanding, if they bestow their utmost attention : 
the degree and the kind of attention, which they have 
been accustomed^ or are likely to bestow, will be among 
the circumstanees that are to be taken Into the account, 
and provided for. I say the fctnrf, as well as the degree, 
of attention, because some hearers and readers will be 
found slow of apprehension indeed, but capable of tak- 
ing in what is very copiously and gradually explained 
to them ; while others, on the contrary, who are much 
quicker at catbhing die sense of what is expressed in a 
short compass, are incapable of long attention, and are 

* In Poetry, pengucuity m indeed by no means unimportant; bat 
the mo6t perfect degree of it is by no means so essential as in Ptose* 
works. See Part iii. ch. iii. § 3. 
15 
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not only wearied, but absolutely bewildered, by a difluse 
Style. 

When a numerous and very mixed audience is to be 
addressed, much skill will be required in adaptmg the 
Style, (both in this^ and m other respects,) and indeed 
the Arguments also, and the whole structure of the dis- 
course, to the various minds which it is designed to im- 
press ; nor can the utmost art and diligence prove, after 
all, more than partially successful in such a case ; es- 
peciaUy when the diversities are so many and so great, 
as exist in the congregations to which most Sermons 
are addressed, and in the readers for whom popular 
works of an argumentative, instructive, and hortatory 
character are intended. It is possible, however, to ap- 
proach mdefinitely to an object which cannot be com- 
pletely attained ; and to adopt such a Style, and likewise 
such a mode of Reasoning, as shall be level to the com- 
prehension of the greater part, at least, even of a pro- 
miscuous audience, without being distasteful to any. 

It is obvious, and has often been remarked, that ex- 
treme concbeness is ill suited to hearers or readers, 
whose intellectual powers and cultivation are but small : 
the usual expedient, however, of employing a prolix 
Brevity and ^^^^ ^Y ^^Y of accommodation to such minds, 
pnriixity. jg seldom successful : most of those who could 
have comprehended the meaning, if more briefly ex- 
pressed, and many of those who could not do so, are 
likely to be bewUdered by tedious expansion ; and being 
unable to maintain a steady attention to what is said, 
they forget part of what they have heard before the 
whole is completed. Add to which, that the feebleness 
produced by excessive dilution, (if such an expression 
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may be allowed,) will occasion the attention to languish ; 
and what is imperfectly attended to, however clear in 
itself, will usually be but imperfecdy understood. Let 
not an author, therefore, satisfy himself by finding 
that he has expressed his meaning so that, if at- 
tended to, he cannot fail to be understood ; he must 
consider also (as was brfore remarked) what attention 
is likely to be paid to it. If on the one hand much 
matter is expressed in very few words, to an unreflect- 
ing audience, or if, on the other hand, there is a weari- 
some prolixity, the requisite attention may very probably 
not be bestowed.* 

The best general rule for avoiding the disadvantages 
both of conciseness and of prolixity, is to era- 

* . Repetition 

ploy Repetition : to repeat, that is, the same 
sentiment and ^gument m many different forms of ex 
pression ; each, in itself brief, but all, together, affording 
such an expansion of the sense to be conveyed, and so 
detaining the mind upon it, as the case may require. 

* It is remarked by Anatomiets, that the nutritive quality is not 
the only requisite in food ; — that a certain degrree of distention of 
the stomach is required, to enable it to act with its full powers ; — 
and that it is for this reason hay and straw must be given to horses, 
aa well as com, in order to supply the necessary bulk. Something 
analogous to this takes place with respect to the generality of minds , 
which are incapable of thoroughly digesting and assimilating what 
is presented to them, however clearly, in a very small compass. 
Many a one is capable of deriving that instruction from a moderate 
sized volume, which he could not receive from a very small pam- 
phlet, even more perspicuously written, and containing every thing 
that is to the purpose. It is necessary that the attention should be 
detained for a certain time on the subject : and persons of unphilo- 
Rophical mind, though they can attend to what they read or bear, are 
unapt to dwell upon it in the way of subsequent meditation. 
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Cicero among the ancients, and Burke among the 
modem writers, afford, perhaps, the most abundant prae- 
tical exemplifications of lius rule. The latter some- 
times shews a deficiency in correct taste, and lies open 
DO Horace^s censure of an author, ^^ /Qtii ffariare cupH 
rem prodigialUer unam :" but it must be admitted that 
lie seldom fails to make himself thoroughly understood, 
and does not often weary the attention, even when he 
t>ffends the taste, of ha readers. 

Care must of course he taken that the rqietition may 
not be too glaringly apparent ; die variation must not 
consist m the mere use of other, sjmonymous, words; but 
what has been expressed in appropriate terms may be 
repeated in metaphorical; the antecedent and con^se 
quent of an argument, or the parts of an antithesb, may 
be transposed ; or several different pomts that have been 
enumerated, presented in a varied order, &c. 

It is not necessary to dwell on that obvious rule laid 
wortfii de. down bv Aiistotle, to avoid uncommon, and, as 

rived from J ^ ? ' 

fi*«»ii they are vulgarly called, hard words, i. e. those 
wood by the which BTc sucli to the persoHs addressed ; 

lower claei- , * , ' 

«'• but it may be worth remarking, that to those 

who wish to be understood by the lower orders, one of 
the best principbs of selection is to prefer terms of 
Saxon origin, which will generally be more familiar to 
them, than those derived from the Latin, (either directl>; 
or through the medium of the French,) even when tiin 
latter are more in use among persons of education.* 

* A remarkable instance of this is, that while the children of the 
higher classes always call their parents " Papa!** and " Mamma ! ' 
the children of the peasantry usually call them by the titles of ** Fa 
tlier!*' and "Mother!" 
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Our language bebg (with verjr trifliDg excepttoqs) made 
up of thfese elements, it id very easy for any one, though 
unacquainted with Saxon, to observe tliis precept, if he 
has but a knowledge of French or of Latin ; and there is 
a remarkable scope for such a choice as I am speakmg 
of, from the multitude of synonymes derived, respec* 
tively, from those two sources. The compilers of our 
Liturgy being anxious to reach. the understandings of 
all classes, at a time when our language was in a less 
settled state than at present, availed themselves of 
this circumstance m employing many s}monymous, or 
nearly synon)rmous, expressions, most of which are 
of the description just alluded to. Take, as an in- 
stance, the Exhortation : '^ acknowledge " and ^' con- 
fess ; " " dkwmble " and ** cloke ; " " humbie " and 
" lowly ; " " goodness " and " mercy ; " " assemble " 
and ^'meet together," And here it may be observed, 
that, as m thb last instance, a word of French origin will 
very often not have a single word of Saxon derivation 
c(NTesponding to it, but may find an exact equivident 
in 9L phrase of two or more words : e. g. " constitute, " 
" go to make up ; " '* arrange," " put in order ; " " sub- 
stitute," " put in the stead,^' &c. &c. * 

* It is worthy of notice, that a Style compoaed chiefly of the words 
of French origin, while it u less intelligible to the lowest classes, 
is characteristic of those who in cultivation of taste are below the 
highest As in dress, furniture, deportment, &c. so also in language, 
the dread of yulgaiity constantly besetting those who are half coiv- 
Bcious that ^hey are in danger of it, drives them into the extreme of 
affected finery. So that the precept, which has been given with a 
view to perspicuity, may, to a certain degree, be observed with an 
advantage In point of elegance also. « 
16* 
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In adaptbg die Style to the comprehension of the 
pawpicuiiy ilhterate,* a caution is to be observed against 
iSttlTwith *e ambiguity of the word "jPfatn;" wWch 
ornament, j^ opposed sometimes to ObscurUy, and some- 
times to OrtuimetU; the volgv require a perspicuous, 
bat by no means a dry and unadcnrned Style ; on the 
contrary, they hare a taste rather for the over-florid, 
tawdry, and bombastic : nor are die ornaments of style 
by any means necessarily inconsistent with perspicuity ; 
Metaphor, which is among the principal of diem, is in« 
deed, in many cases, the clearest mode of expression 
diat can be adopted ; it being usually much easier for 
uncultivated minds to c^nprehend a similitude or anal* 
ogy, than an abstract term. And hence the language 
of savs^es, as has often been remarked, is hi^y met* 
aphorical ; and such appears to hare been die case 
with all languages m their earlier, and consequendy 
ruder and more savage state ; all terms relatii^ to die 
' mind and its operations, being, as appears from the ety<* 
mology of most of them, (Higinally metaphorical,, thou^ 
by long use they hare ceased to be so : e. g. die words 
"ponder," "deliberate,'* "reflect," and many odier 
such, are evidendy drawn- by analogy from external sen* 
slble bodily actions. 

§ 3. 
In respect to the Construction of sentences, it is an 
coRsune- obvious caution to abstain from such as are too 

tionof 

■entencef. long ; but it IS a mistake to suppose that the 
* See Elements of Logic, Fallaeies, Book iii. § 5, p. 13S. 
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obscurhy of many long sentences depends on their length 
alone ; a well constructed sentence of very considerable 
lengtli may be more readily understood, than a shorter 
one \vbich in more awkwardly framed. If a sentence 
be so constructed that the meaning of each part can be 
taken in as we proceed, (though it be evident that the 
sense is not brought to a close,) its length wiff be little 
or no impediment to perspicuity ; but tf the former part 
•of the sentence convey no distinct meaning till we arrive 
nearly at the end, (however plain it may then appear,) 
it wiM be, on the whole, deficient in perspicuity ; for it 
will need to be read over, or Ihoughi oner^ a: second 
time, in order to be fully comprehended ; which is what 
few readers or hearers are willing to be burthened with. 
Take as an instance such a sortence as this: ^^It h 
not without a degree of patient attention and persever- 
ing diligence, greater than the generality are willing to 
bestow, though not greater than the object deserves, that 
the habit can be acquired of examining and judging of 
our own conduct with the same accuracy and impar- 
tiality as of that of anotlier:" this labours under the 
defect I am speaking of ; which may be remedied by 
some such alteration as the following : " thft habit of 
examining our own conduct as accurately as that of 
another, and judging of it witli the same impartiality, 
cannot be acquired without a degree of patient attention 
•and persevering diligence, not greater indieed llian the 
object deserves, but greater than tbe generality are 
willing to bestow.*' The two sentences are nearly the 
same in length, and in tlie words en^loyed ; but tlie 
alteration of the arrangement atllows the latter to be «n- 
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derstood, clause by ckuse, as it proceeds.^ The caution 
just given is the more necessary to be insisted on, be- 
cause an author is apt to be misled by reading over a 
sentence to himself, and being satisfied on finding it 
perfectly btelligible ; forgetting that lie himself has the 
advantage, which a hearer has not, of knowing at the 
beginning of the sentence what is coming in the close. 

Universally, mdeed, an unpractised writer is liable to 
Clear idea* be misled by his own knowledee of his own 

do noc im- , . ' . ° 

piy^ciear- meaning, mto supposing tliose expressions 
pceMion. xJearly intelli^ble, which are so to himself; 
but which may not be so to the reader, whose thoughts 
are not in the same train. And hence it is that some 
do not write or speak with so much perspicui^ bn a 
subject which has long been very familiar to them, as 
on one, which they understand indeed, but with which 
th3y are less intimately acquainted, and in which their 
knowledge has been more . recently acquired. In the 
former case it is a matter of some difficulty to keep in 
mind the necessity of carefully and copiously ex] Gain- 
ing principles which by long habit have come to as- 
sume in our minds tlie appearance of self-evident trutlis. 
So far is Blair's notion from being correct, that obscu- 

* Care must be taken howeyer, in applying this precept, not to 
let the beginning of a sentence so forestall what follows as to render 
it apparently feeble and impertinent : e. g. ** Solomon, one of tlie 

most eelebrated o€ men for wisdom and for prosperity/* 

<' why who needs *' (the hearer will be apt to say to himself) << to be 
told that ? '* and yet it may be important to the parpose in hand to 
^x the attention on these circumstances : let the description come 
Srfore the name, and tlie sentence, while it remains e^pially persjHe- 
«oa8, wtU be free from the fault complained of. 
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ritjr of S^le neeessarilf spraigs from iotdistitictiiess ot 
Conception. 

§4. 
The foregoii^ rules have a9, it is evident, proceeded 
-on the supposition that it is the writer's intention to be 
urderstood ; and this cannot but be the case in every 
legidmate exercise of the Rhetorical art : and general- 
ly speaking, even where the design is Sophistical. For, 
as Dr. Campbell has justly remarked, the Sophist may 
•employ for Ms purpose what are in themselves real and 
•valid arguments ; since probabBities may lie on oppo- 
-site sides, diOugh truA can lie but on one ; his falla- 
cious artifice consisting only in keeping out of sight the 
stronger probabilities which may be urged against him, 
and in attributing an undue weight to those which he 
has to allege. Or again he may, either direcdy or in- 
xilrectiy, assume as self-evident a premiss which there is 
»o sufficient ground for admitting ; or he may draw off 
the attention of the hearers to the jproof of sohie irrel- 
want point, &c. according to the various modes de- 
scribed in the Treadse on Fallacies ; but in all this 
there is no cdl for any departure from perspicuity of 
Style, properly so called ; not even when he avails him- 
teelf of an anitiguous term. "For though," as Dr. 
Campbell says, " a Sophism can be mistaken for an Ar- 
jgument only where it is not rightly understood, '^ it 
is the aim of him who employs it, rather that the mat- 
ter should be misunderstood, than not understood ; — 
that his language shoidd be deceitful, rather than obscure 
or ttnintelligible. The hearer must not indeed form a 
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correct^ but be must form seme, and if possible, a 
distinct, though erroneous idea of the arguments em- 
ployed, m order to be misled by them. The obscurity 
m short, if it is to be so called, must not be obscurity of 
Style ; it must be, not Uke a mist which dims the ap- 
pearance of objects, but like a coloured glass which dis- 
guises them. 

There are, however, certain spurious kinds, as they 
8 riotu "^^7 ^ called, of writing or speaking, (distinct 
Oratory, ^.q^j ^jjat is stricdy termed Sophistry,) in 
which obscurity of Style may be apposite. The 06- 
jut which has all along been supposed, is that of con- 
vincing or persuading ; but there are some kmds of Ora- 
tory, if they are to be so named, in which some differaU 
End is proposed. 

One of these Ends is, (when the cause is such that 
it cannot be sufficiently supported even by 

Appearing • t* n • \ 

to urge specious Fallacies,) to appear to say sonU' 
thing, when there is in fact nothing to be 
said: so as at least to avoid die ignominy of being si- 
lenced. To this end, the more confused and unintel- 
ligible the language, the better, provided it carry with 
it the appearance of profound wisdom, and of being 
somethmg to the purpose. 

^'Now though nothing (says Dr. Campbell) would 
seem to be easier than this kind of Style, where an 
Author falls into it naturally ; that is,^ when he deceives 
himself as well as his reader, nothing is more difficult 
when attempted of design. It is beside requisite, if this 
manner must be continued for any time, that it be art- 
fully blended with some glimpses of meaning ; eke, to 
persons of discernment, the charm will at length be dis- 
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solr^d, and the notfah^ess of what has been spoken 
wifl be detected ; nay even the attendon of the unsus- 
pecting multitude, when not relieved by anything that 
is level to their comprehension, will infallibly fl^. The 
Invocation in the Dunciad admirably suits die Orator 
who is unhappily reduced to the necessity of taking shel- 
ter in the unintelligible : 

Of 4arknen risible so much he lert, 

As half to thew, half yell the deep intent' 

ChtLp. yiii. aee. 1. p. 119. 

Thb ardfice is distinguished from Sophistry, proper^ 
ly so called, (with which Dr. Campbell seems to con- 
found it,) by the circumstance that its tendaicy is not, 
as in Sophistry, to convince, but to have the appear- 
ance c^ argumg, when in fact nothing is urged; far in order 
for men to be convinced, on however insufficient grounds, 
they must (as was remarked above) understand sonU'- 
thing from what is said, though, if it be fidlacious, they 
must not understand it rightly ; but if this cannot be 
accomplished, the Sophist's next resort is the unintel- 
ligible ; which indeed is very often intermixed with the 
Sophistical, when the latter is of itself too scanty or too 
weak. Nor does the adoption of this Style serve mere- 
ly to save his credit as an Orator or Author ; it frequent- 
ly does more : ignorant and unreflecting persons, though 
they cannot be, strictly speaking, convinced, by what 
they <lo not imderstadd, yet will very often suppose, 
each, that the rest understand it ; and each is ashamed 
to acknowledge, even to himself, his OMfn darkness and 
perplexity ; so that if the speaker with a confident air 
announces his conclusion as established, they will often, 
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according to the moxiia ^* amne ignolum pr<^ mirificoy*' 
take for gcaated diat he has advanced, valid arguments^ 
aDd will; 1^ loth to seem behbd-baad ia connpreheodiiig 
them. It ^ufoa&jr req^res tli^ a man should haxre 
some confidence in his own undeiBtandbg, to v«Uure 
to say:, " \vhat has been spoken is uosnteUigible to- 
me." 

Another purpose sometimes answered by 9 discourse 
of this kind is, that it serves to funush an excuse, flimsy 
indeed, but not unfrequently sufficient, for men to vote 
or apt according to their own inclinations ; which they 
would perifi^ have been ashamed to do, if strong' argu- 
ments had been u^d on the other side, and had re*- 
maioed confesudiy unanswered ; but they satisfy" them- 
selves, if something has been said in fiurour of die course 
they wish to adopt ;. thou^ that something be only fiur- 
sounding s&itenoes that convey no distinct meaning. 
They are content that nn answer has been ^made, 
whfaout troubling themselves to consider what it is. 



§6. 
Anoth^ end) wbic^ in speakiiig is spmetupes pro- 
oceapyiog pose4> «ofi w.hich is, if possible, still more 
^^^^' remote &om the legitimate province of Rbet* 

oric, is to occupy tinu-. When i^i, unfavourable, de« 
cision is apprehended, and> the protraction of the de- 
bate may afford time for fresh voters, to be summoned* 
or may lead to an adjournment^ which will sffuxd scope 
for some other manoeuvre^ — whei^ there is a chance 
of so wearying out the attention of the hearers, that they 
will listen with languor and impatience to what shall be 
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urged on the other side, — when an advocate is called 
upon to plead a cause in the absence of those whose 
opinion it is of the utmost importance to influence, and 
wishes to reserve* all his Aiguments tiU they arrive, but 
till then, must apparently proceed in his pleading; in 
these and many similar cases, wUch it is needless to par- 
ticularize, it is a valuable talent to be able to pour forth 
with fluency an unlimited quantity of well-sounding lan- 
guage^which has litde or no meaning ; — which shall not 
strike the hearers as unintelligible or nonsensical, though 
it convey to their minds no distinct idea. 

Perspicuity of Style, — real, not apparent, perspicu- 
ity, — is in this case never necessary, and somedmes, 
studiously avoided. If any distinct meaniiig were con- 
vqred, and that which was said were ^relevant, it would 
be perceived to be so, and wcnild produce impatience in 
the hearers, or afford an advantage to the opponents ; 
if, on the other hand, the speech were relevant, and there 
were no arguments of any force to be urged, except such 
as either had been already dwek on, or were reqiared 
to be reserved (as in the case last alluded to) for a fuller 
audience, the speaker would not further his cause by 
bringing ibem forward. So that the usual resource on 
these occasions, of 8uc& orators as thoroughly understand 
the tricks of their art, and do not disdain to employ them, 
is to amuse their audience with specious emptiness.* 

* It 18 most unfortunate, that in Sermons there should be so much 
temptation to fidl into (he first two (te say nothing of the third) of 
these kinds of spmious oratory r when it is appoimUd that a Sermon 
i^hall be preached, and custom re^pdreM that it phall be of aceitain 
length, there cannot but be more danger that the preacher should chief- 
ly consider himself as bound to say somethings and to occiqof ^ tim* 
16 
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§6. 

Another kind of spurious Oratory, and the last that 
«. . , ipvill be noticed, is that which has for its object 
eioqmnce. ^ guj^ ^q hoarcr's adnuntticMi of the Elo- 
quence displayed. This, indeed, constitutes one of 
die three Idnds of Oratory entimerated by Aristode,* 
and is regularly treated of by him, along with the Delib- 
erate and Judicial branches ; though it hardly deserves 
the place he has bestowed on it. 

When this is the end pursued, perspicuity is not 
indeed to be avoided, but it may often without detriment 
be disregarded.! Men frequendy admire as eloquent, and 
sometimes admire the most, what they do not at all, or 
do not fully, ccMnprehend, if elevated and M^ soundbg 
words be arranged in graceful and sonorous periods. 
Those of uncultivated minds especially, are apt to think 
meanly of any thing that is brought down perfecdy to 
the low level of their capacity; though to do this with 
respect to valuable Truths which are not trite, is one of 
the most admirable feats of genius. They admire the 
profundity of one who is mysdcal and obscure ; mistak- 
ing the muddiness of the water for depth ; and magnify- 
ing m their imaginations what is viewed through a fog ; 
and they conclude that brilliant language must represent 

prescribed, without keeping in mind the object of leaving his hearers 
wiser or better, than if he were to preach solely in consequence of his 
having such a specific object to accomplish. See note, part iii. chap, 
iii. §3. 

* For he says, that in each of the two other kinds, the hearer is a 
<<judge; " in the first of the " expedient,"hi the other, of the « just; " 
but in the third kind he is only BemQdgf literally, a Spectator ; and is a 
judge merely (r^ff duvdfisais) of the ability of the Orator. 

tSee Appendix [6.] 
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some brilliant ideas, without troubling tbemselves to in- 
quire what those ideas are. 

Many an enthusiastic admirer of a fine ^^ discourse/' or 
a piece of ^^fine writing," would be found on examination 
to retain only a few sonorous, but empty phrases ; and 
not only to have no notion of the general drift of the 
Argument, but not even to have ever considered whether 
the Author had any such drift or not. 

It is not meant to be insinuated that in every such 
case the composition is in itself unmeaning, or that the 
Author had no oth6r object than the credit of Eloquence ; 
he may have had a higher End in view ; and he may 
have expressed himself very clearly to some hearers, 
though not to all : but it is most importlint to be fully 
aware o[ tke fact, that it is possible to obtain the highest 
applause from those who not only receive no edification 
from what they hear, but absolutely do not understand 
it So far is popularity firom being a safe criterion of jbe 
usefuhess of a preacher. 



CHAP. II. 

Of Energy: 



§1. 

The next quality of Style to be noticed is what may 
by called Energy ; the term bemg used in a wider sense 
than the 'Epin^Bia of Aristotle, and nearly corresponding 
with what Dr. Campbell calls Vivacity ; so as to com- 
prehend every thing that may conduce to stimulate 
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attoitioD,*— to impress strongly on the mind the Argu- 
ments adduced, — to excite the Imagjnadon, and to 
arouse the Feelings. 

This Energy then, or Tiracity of Style, must depend 
(as is likewise the case b respect of Perspicuity) on 
three things ; 1st, the Choice of words, 2d, their JVum- 
bevy and 3d, their Arrangement. 

With respect to the Choice of words, it will he most 
cboice of Convenient to consider them under those two 
aTytew to^ classes which Aristotle has described under the 
•oersy. ^^^ ^^ K<>qHi and Siva^ for which our language 
does not afford precisely corresponding names : ^^ Prop- 
er,** " Appropriate," or " Ordinary," terms will the voxM 
nearly designate the former ; the latter class inchidmg aH 
others ; — all that are in any way removed from common 
use; — whether uncommon terms, or ordinary terms, 
either transferred to a different meaning from that wUch 
strictly bebngs to them, or employed in a difierent man^ 
ner from that of common discourse. All the Tropes and 
Figures, enumerated by Grammatical and Rhetorical 
Writers, will of course fall under this head. 

With respect then to " Proper " terms, the principal 

rule for guiding our Choice with a view to Ener- 

agiSnttVii. gy, is to prefer, ever, those words which are the 

least ahstrckct and general. Individuals alone 

having a real existence,^ the terms denoting them (call« 

* Thence chilled by Aristotle, ( Ckxfg, sec. 3.) " primary salMrtan- 
ces/' (rcqma^ otalaty') Geniu and Species, being denominated ''seb- 
ondary/' as not properly denoting a "really-existing thing," (t^^s t*,) 
bat rather ui attribute. H« has, indeed, been eonaidered as the 
gxeat advocate of the opposite doctrine ; t. «. the system ^ '* Beal 
i«n» ;" which waa certainly embraced by many of his professed fill 
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ed by Lo^cians ^^ Singular terms '-') will of course make 
the most vivid impression on the mind, and exercise most 
the power of conception ; and the less remote any term 
is from these, i. e. the more apedfie, the more Energy 
it will possess, m comparison of such as are more gene- 
ral. The impression produced on the mbd by a Singular 
term, may be compared to the distmct view taken in by 
the eye, of any object (suppose some particular man) 
near at hand, in a clear light, which enables us to distm- 
guish tlie features of the individual; ih, a fainter light, or 
rather further off, we merely perceive that the object is a 
man ; tliis corresponds with the idea conveyed by the 
name of the Species ; yet further off, or in a still feebler 
light, we can distinguish merely some living object; and 
at length, merely some object ; these views correspond- 
ii^ respectively with the terms denoting the genera, less 
or more remote : and as each of these views conveys, as 
far as it goes, an equally correct impression to the mind, 
(for we are equalty certain that the object at a dbtance is 
iomething^ as that the one close to us b such and such 
an individual,) though each, successively, is less vivid ; 
so, in language, a General term may be as clearly under^ 
stood^ as a Specific, or a Singular term, but will convey 
a much less forcible impression to the hearer's mmd. 
" The more General the terms are," (as Dr. Campbell 

lowers; bat hh own language ia suffiriently explicit XlSr* A tWrn 
)mii7 rOt «v nfuthtif, 'E4r} f»\f •St rSf ^^tn tUiSv kutfAp^nrnvn m^ 
kkfufn Urnt hn «v)i rt nifuunt * irtfitn yk^ nm) h k^ttftlf ri ^nXU/Mtiw 
hrn. 'Kwi A rSf iufvi^tn •ifnSp <fr AIKETAI /»)» i/uimt r^ rx^f^ri rnt 
w^i^ny^mt vdi m tn/utinth trait ifvy, M^mWH Ji ^S*» * OT MHN FB 
AAHeES * IXXk luikkw wuU ri ^muAm * ». r. X. AriatDtle, CaUg. 
aec. S. See Lc^c, Ditfertation, c ▼. 
16» 
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justly remarks,) ^' the picture is the famter ; the more 
Special they are, the brighter. The same sentiment 
may be expressed with equal justness, and even^ equal 
•perspicuity, in the former way, as in the latter ; but as 
the cdouring will in that case be more languid, it cannot 
^ve equal pleasure to the fancy, and by consequence will 
not contribute so much either to fix the attention, or to 
impress the memoiy." 

It might be supposed at first si^t, that an Author has 
litde or no choice on this point, but must employ either 
more or less general terms according to the objects he is 
speaking of. There is, however, in almost every case, 
great room for such a choice as we are speaking of; for 
in the first place, it depends on our choice whether or 
not we will employ terms more general than the subject 
requires ; which may almost always be done consistent- 
ly with Truth and Propriety, though not with Energy ; 
if it be true that a man. has committed murder, it may be 
correctly asserted, that he has committed a crime : if the 
Jews were "exterminated,** and "Jerusalem demolish- 
ed*' by "Vespasian's army," it may be said, with truth, 
that they were " subdued " by "an Enemy,** and dieir 
" Capital ** taken. This substitution then of tlie Grene- 
ral for the Specific, or of the Specific for the Singular^ is 
always within our reach ; and many, especiaOy unprac- 
tised Writers, fall into a feeble Style by resorting to it 
unnecessarily ; either because they imagine there is more 
appearance of refinement or of profundity In the employ- 
ment of such terms as are in less common use among the 
vulgar, or, m some cases with a view to give greater c<mi- 
prehensiveness to their reasonii^, and to increase the 
utility of what they say, by enlarging the field of its 
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application. Inexperienced Preachers frequentfy err in 
this way, by dwelling on Virtue and Vice, — Piety and 
Irreligion, in the abstract, without pardeularimng ; forget- 
ting that while ihej include much, they impresB little or 
nothing. 

The only impropriate occasion for this Generic Ian* 
guage, (as it may be called,) is when we wish to avoid 
giving a vivid impression, — when. our object is to soften 
what is offensive, disgusting, or shocking ; as when w« 
s^ak of an " execution," for the infliction of the sen- 
tence of death on a criminal : of which kind of expres* 
sions, common discourse furnishes numberless instances. 
On the other hand, in Antony's speech over Caesar's 
body, bis object being to excite horror, Shaki$peare puts 
into his mouth the most particular expressions ; '^ those 
honourable men (not, who killed Cssar, but) whose 
daggere have 9tahbed Caesar." 

§2- 
But in the second place, not only does a regard for 
Energy require that we should not use terms Tropei. 
more general than are exactly adequate to the 
objects spoken of, but we are also allowed, in many cases, 
to employ Itee general terms tlian are exactly Appropri- 
ate. In which case we are employing words not " Ap- 
propriate,'* but belonging to the second of the two 
classes just mentioned. The use of this Trope * (enu- 
merated by Aristode among the Metapbcnrs, but smce. 
more commonly called Synecdoche) is very frequent ; tis it 
conduces much to the energy of the expression, without 

* From xqBn^ ; any word turned from its primary signification. 
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occasioaing, in general, any risk of its meaning being 
mistaken. The passT je cited by Dr. Campbell,* from 
one of our Lord's discourses, (which are in general of this 
character,) together with the remarks made upon it, will 
serve to illustrate what has been just said : '^ ' Consider,' 
says our Lord, ^ the lilies how they grow : they toil not, 
they spin not ; and yet I say unto you, that Solomon in 
all his glory was not arrayed like one of these. If then 
Grod so clothe the grass, which to-day is m the field, -and 
to-morrow is cast into the oven, how much more will he 
clothe you?* f Let us here adopt a little of the tasteless 
inanner of modem paraphrasts, by the substitution of 
more General terms, one of their many expedients of 
infrigidating, and let us observe the effect produced by 
this change. ' Consider the flowers, how they gradually 
increase in their size ; they do no manner of work, and 
yet I declare to you, that no king whatever, m his most 
splendid habit, is dressed up like them. If then Grod in 
his providence doth so adorn the vegetable productions, 
which continue but little time on the land, and are after- 
wards devoted to the meanest uses, how much more will 
he provide clothing for you ? ' How spiritless is the 
same 'sentiment rendered by these small variations? The 
very particularizmg of tO'day and to-morrow^ is infinitely 
more expressive of transitoriness, than any description 
wherein the terms are general, that can be substituted in 
its room." It is a remarkable circumstance that this 

* The ingenioos Author cites this in the Section treating of ** Prop- 
«r terms," which it a trifling ovenight ; as it is plain that " lily " is 
used for the Oeniu '< flower,*'— << Solomon, for the Species « King,** 
&e. 

t Luke zii. 27, 28. 
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characteristic of style Is perkcdy retained in iransloHonj 
m which every other excellence of e:qpression is liable 
to be bst ; so that the prevalence of this kind o( language 
in the Sacred writers may be regarded as something 
providential. It may be said with truth, that the book 
which it Is the most necessary to translate into every lan- 
guage, is chiefly characterized by that kind of excellence 
in diction which b least impaired by translation, 

§3. 
But to proceed with the consideration of Tropes ; the 
most ^[nploye^ snd most important of all those Metaphor 

and Sin " 



kinds of expressions which depart from the plain 
and stricdy Appropriate Style, — all that are caDed by 
Aristotle, Siwa^ — is the Metaphor, m the usual and limited 
sense ; viz. a word substituted for another, on account of 
the Resemblance or Analogy between their significations. 
The Simile or Comparison may be considered as differing 
in form only from a Metaphor ; the resemblance being in 
that case ttatedy which in the Metaphor b implied.* 
Eadi may be founded either on resemblance, strictly so 
called, i. e. direct resemblance between the objects 
themselves m question, (as when we speak of ** tabU" 
land," or compare great waves to tnountaine,) or on Anal 
ogy, which is the resembhnce of Ratios, — a siriiilarity 
of the relations they bear to certain other objects; as 
when we speak of the '' light of reason,*' or of *^ revela* 
tion," or compare a wt>unded and captive warrior to a 
stranded ship.f The Analogical Metaphors and Com* 

* See liogie, ohap. in. 

t Rhoderic Dhn, in the Lady i^ftks Laka, 
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parisons are botii the more frequent and the more striking. 
They are the more freqiient, because ahnost every object 
has such a multitude of relations, of different kinds, to 
many other objects ; and they are the more striking, 
because (as Dr. A. Smithlias well remarked) the more 
remote and unlike in themselves any two objects are, the 
more is the nund impressed and gratified by the percep- 
tion of some point in which they agree. 

It has been already observed, under the head of Exam- 
pie, that we are carefuUy to distinguish between an 
niuslroHon^ (i. e. an Argument from analogy or resem- 
blance,) and what is properly called a Simile or Compar- 
ison, introduced merely to give force or beauty to the 
expression. The aptness and beauty of an Illustration 
somedmes leads men to overrate, and sometimes to un- 
derrate, its force as an Argument** 

With respect to the choice between the Metaphorical 
form and that of Comparison, it may be laid down as a 
general rule, that the former is always to be preferred,! 
wherever it is sufficiently simple and plam to be imme- 
diately comprehended ; but that which as a Metaphor 
would sound obscure and enigmatical, may be well 
received if expressed as a Comparison. We may say, 
e. g. with propriety, that '^ Cromwell trampled on the 
laws : " it would sound feeble to say that ^' he treated the 
laws with the same contempt as a man does any thing 
which he tramples under his feet." On the other hand 
it would be harsh and ooscure to say, " the stranded 

* See Part i. chap. iii. § 2. 

*!* ^E<m>v ^ Bltt^v fteratfogdif dwipiqovaa nqoaSioBi • dib ^- 
rov -ffi^, hi fiatcQori^g • x. t, X. AristoUe, JIAct. book iii. chap. 

la 
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vessel lay shaken by the waves," meaning, the wounded 
Chief tossing on the bed of sickness ; it is therefore ne- 
cessary in such a case to state the resemblance. But 
this is never to be done more fully than is necessary to 
perspicuity ; because all men are more gratffied at catch- 
ing the Resemblance for tliemselves, than at having it 
pointed out to them.* And accordingly the Metaphorical 
greatest masters of this kind of style, when the ®*"*"'' 
case will not admit of pure Metaphor, generally prefer a 
mixture of Metaphor with Simile ; first pointing out the 
similitude, and afterwards employing metaphorical terms 
which imply it ; or, vice versd^ explaining a Metaphor by 
a statement of the Comparison. To take examples of 
both kinds from an Author who particularly excels m 
this point ; (speaking of morbid Fancy.) 

like the bat of Indian brakes, 

Her pinions fkn the wound she makes, 
And soothing thvu the dreamer's pain. 
She drinks the life-blood from the vein, t 

The word ^Hike " makes this a Comparison ; but the 
three succeeding lines are Metaphorical. Again, to take 
an instance of the other kind, 

They meUed from the field, as snow, 

When streams are swoln, and south winds blow. 

Dissolves in silent dew. t 

Of the words here put in italics, the former is a Meta- 
phor, the latter introduces a Comparison. Though 
the instances here adduced are taken firom a Poet, the 

* 7^ fiavd&vB$v fading ^^i) g)^agi, Aristotle, Rkel. book iii. 
tehap. 5. 

tMarmum, 
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judicious management of Comparison which they exem* 
plify, is even more essential to a Prose-writer, to whom 
]ess license is allowed in the^^mployment of it. It is a 
remark of Aristotle, (Rhet. book iii. clu^. 4.) that the 
Simile is more suitable in Poetry, and that Metaphor is 
the only ornament of language in which the Orator may 
freely induce. He should therefore be the more care- 
ful to bring a Sinule as near as possible to the Metaphori- 
cal form. The following is an example of the same kmd 
of expression : ^^ These metaphysic rights entering into 
common life, like rays of light which pierce into a dense 
medium, are, by the laws of nature, refracted from their 
straight line. Indeed, in the gross and complicated mass 
of human passions and concerns, the primitive rights of 
man undergo such a variety of refractions, and reflec- 
tions, that it becomes absurd to talk of them as if they 
conunued m the simplici^ of their original direction."* 
Metaphors may be employed, as Aristotle observes, 
either to elevate or to degrade the subject, 
iStafbort according to the des^ of the Author ; bemg 
drawn from similar or conespcmding objects of 
a higher or lower character. . Thus a loud and vehement 
Speaker may be described either as bellowing, or as thun^ 
dering And in both cases, if the Metaphor is apt and 
suitable to the purpose designed, it is alike conducive to 
Energy. He remarks that the same holds good with 
respect to Epithets also, which may be drawn either from 
the highest or the lowest attributes of the thing spoken 
of. t Metonymy likewise (m which a part is put for a 

*3urkey On the French RtcobOion, 

t A happier example cannot be found than the one which Aristotto 
cites from BimonideB, who, when oflfered a amall price for an Ode to 
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whole, a cause for an ^ect, &c.) adimts of a similar 
variety in its applications. 

Any TVope (as is remarked hy Dr. Campbell) adds 
force to the expression, when it tends to fix the mind on 
that part, or eircumstttncej in the object spoken of, which 
is most essential to the purpose in hand. Thus, there 
is an En^^ in Abraham's Periphrasis for ^^ God,'* 
when Jie is speakmg of the allotment of Divine punish- 
ment: " shall not the Jic%e of all the earth do right? " 
If agam we were alluding to His omnUcieiice, it would 
be more suitable to say, ^^ dns is known only to the 
Searcher of hearts: " if, to his power, we should speak 
of Hun as " the Almighty, ^^ &c. 

Of Metaphors, those generally conduce most to that 
Energy or Vivacity of Style we are speaking of, which 
illustrate an %ntelUct%ial by a sensible object; the latter 
being aiways the most early familiar to the mind, and 
generally g^vmg the most distinct unpression toit. Thus 
we speaK of ^^vnhridled rj^e," "deep-rooJei preju- 
dice," ^^ glowing eloquence," a ^^ stony heart," &c. 
And a sunihr use may be made of Metonymy also ; as 
when we speak of the " Throne," or tlie " Crown" for 
"Royalty," — the "word" for "military violence," 
&c. 

But the highest degree of Energy (and to which Aris- 
tode chiefly restricts the term) is produced by p"g»"V- 
sudi Metaphors as attribute life and action to pbon. 
things inanimate; and that, even when by this means 

celebrate a Tietorj in a muZe-nLee, expressed his contempt fbr haff- 
f''*^9 {fifntoroif) as they were commonly called; but when a larger 
sum was offered, addressed them in an Ode as ** Daughters of Steedi 
swifl-as-the-storm." dellondSav (HfyaxqBg Inntav, 

17 
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the lasn-mentioned rule is violated, i. e. when sensible 
objects are illustrated hy intellectual. For the disad- 
vantage is overbalanced by the vivid impression pro- 
duced by the idea of personality or activity ; * as when 
we speak of the rage of a torrent, a furious storm, a 
river disdaining to endure its bridge, &c.t Many 
such expressions, indeed, are in such common use as to 
have lost all their Metaphorical force, since they .cease 
to suggest the idea belonging to their primaiy significa- 
tion, and thus are become, practically. Proper terms. But 
a new, or at least unhackneyed, Metaphor of this kind, 
if it be not far-fetched and obscure, adds greatly to the 
force of the expression. This was a favourite figure 
with Homer, (rom whom Aristode has cited several ex- 
amples of it ; as " the raging arrow," " the darts eager 
to taste of flesh," f "the sluimekss" (or, as it might 
be rendered with more exactness, though with less dig- 
nity, " the provoking) stone," (iaaff dyatJ^^,) which 
mocks the efforts of Sisyphus, &c. 

Our language possesses one remarkable advantage, 
with a view to this kind of Energy, in the constitution 
of its genders. All nouns in En^sh, which express 
objects that are really neuter, are considered as stricdy 
of the neuter gender; the Greek and Latin, though 

* The figure called by Rhetoricians Prosopopceia (literally. Per- 
sonification) is, in fact, no other than a Metaphor of this kind : thus, 
in Demosthenes, Greece is represented as addressing the Athenians. 
So also in the book of Genesis, (chap. iv. ver. 10,) '' the voUe of thy 
brother's blood crieth unto me from the ground." 

t PaiUem indigTuUus. 

X There is a peculiar aptitude in jome of these expressions which 
the modem student is very likely to overlook ; an arrow or dart, 
^m its flying with a spinning motion, quivers violently when it is 
fixed ; thus suggesting the idea of a person trembling with eagerness. 
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possessing the advantage (which is wantbg m the lan- 
guages derived from them) of having a neuter gender, 
yet lose the benefit of it, by fixing the masculbe or 
feminine genders upon many nouns denoting thmgs in- 
animate ; whereas in EngUsh, when we speak of any 
such object in the masculine or feminine gender, that 
form of expression at once confers personality upon it. 
When " Virtue," e. g. or our " Country," are spoken 
of as females, or ^^ Ocean " as a male, &c. they are, by 
that very circumstance, personified; and a stimulus is 
thus given to the imagination, from the very circum- 
stance that m calm discussion or description, all of these 
would be neuter; whereas in Greek or Latb, as m 
French or Italian, no such distinction could be made. 
The employment of " FJr/tw," and " 'uy^cr^," in the 
feminine gender, can contribute, accordingly, no anima- 
tion to the Style, when the/ could not, without a Sole- 
cism, be employed otherwise. 

There is, however, very litde, comparatively, of En- 
ei^ produced by any Metaphor or Simile that Noveiiy in 
is b common use, and aheady familiar to the ^^^^^p^^^'- 
hearer. Indeed, what were originally the boldest Met- 
aphors, are become, by long use, virtually, Proper 
terms; as is tlie case with the words "source," 
"reflection," &c. in their transferred senses; and fre- 
quendy are even nearly obsolete in the literal sense, as 
in die words "ardour," "acuteness," "ruminate," &c. 
If, again, a Metaphor or Simile that is not so hack- 
neyed as to be considered common property, be taken 
from any known Author, it strikes every one, as no less 
a plagiarism than if an entire argument or description 
bad been thus transferred. And hence it is, that, as 
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Aristode remarks, the skilful employment of these, more 
than of any other, ornaments of language, may be re- 
garded as a mark of g^us : {e^vtag fr^futor) not tliat he 
means to say, as some interpreters suppose, that this 
power is entirely a gift of satiffe, and in no degree to be 
learnt ; on the contrary, he expressly affirms, that the 
^^ perception of Resemblances," * on which it depends, 
IS the fruit of ^^ Philosophy ; " f but he means that Meta^ 
phors are not to be, like other words and phrases, select- 
ed from common use, and transferred from one composi- 
tion to another, X but must be formed for the occasion. 
Some care is accordingly requisite, in order that they 
may be readly eomiN*ehended, and may not have the q)- 
pearance of being far-fetched and extravagant. For this 
purpose it is usual to combine with the Metaphor a Prop- 
er term which explains it ; viz. either attributing to the 
term in its transferred sense, something which does not 
belong to it in its literal sense ; or vice versA^ denying of 
it in its transferred sense, something which does belong 
to it in its literal sense. To call the Sea die ^^vioiery 
bulwark " of our kland, wodd be an instance of the 
former kind ; an example of the latter is the expression 
of a writer who speaks of the dispersion of some hostile 
fleet, by the winds and waves, ^^ those ancient and unr 
subsidized allies of England." 

It is hardly necessary to mention the obvious mid 
hackneyed cautions against mixture of Metaphors ; § and 

* Td o/iotov 6^v, ' AnstoUe, Rket. book ii. 
t 'Pifor ix (piloffotpCag. Aristotle, Rhet. book iL and iU. 
I O^x l<rT» na^ &XI0V hx^etr. Ibid, book iii. 
$ Dr. Johnson justly censuies Addison for speaking of kridUmg 
in his mose, who longs to launch into a nobler strain ; ** ^ wUch,** 
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against way that are complex and far-pursued, so as to 
approach to Allegory. In this last case, the more apt 
and striking is the Analogy suggested, the more will it 
have of an artificial appearance ; aod will draw oJS* the 
reader's attention from the subject, to admire the inge- 
nuity displayed in the Style. Young writers, of genius, 
ought especially to be admonished to ask themselves 
frequently, not whether this or that is a striking expres- 
siotiy but whether it makes the meaning more striking 
than another phrase would, — whether it impresses more 
forcibly the sentiment to be conveyed.^ 

§4- 
It is a common practice with some writers to endeav- 
our to add force to their expressions by ac- ^ ^^^^^ 
cumulating high-sounding Epithets,* denoting 
the greatness, beauty, or other admirable qualities of the 
things spoken of ; but the effect is generally the reverse 
of what is intended. Most readers', except those of a 
very vulgar or puerile taste, are disgusted at studied 
efforts to point out and force upon their attention what- 

says the Critic, " is an act that waa never restrained by a bridle.' 
Some, however, are too fastidious on this point. Words, which by 
long use in a transferred sense, have lost nearly all their metaphori- 
cal force, may fairly be combined in a manner which, taking them 
literally, would be incongruous. It would savour of hypercriticism 
to object to such an expression as " fertile source.*' 

* Epithets, in the Rhetorical sense, denote, not every adjective, 
out those only which do not add to the sense, but signify something 
already implied in the noun itself; as, if one says, *^ the glorious 
sun : " on the other hand, to speak of the ** rising** or ** meridian 
■un " would not be considered as, in this sense, employing an Epi 
thet 

17* 
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ever is remarkable ; and tbis, even when the ideas con* 
veyed are themselves striking. But when an attempt 
is made to cover poverty of thought widi mock sublimity 
of language, and to set off trite s^itiments and feeble 
arguments by tawdry magnificence, the only result is, 
that a kind of indignation is superadded to contempt ; as 
when (to use Quinctilian's comparison) an attempt is 
made JU> supply, by paint, the natural glow of a youth- 
ful and healthy complexion.* 

We expect, indeed, and excuse b ancient writers, as 
Frigid a part of the unrefined simplicity of a ruder 
^'^' language, such a redundant use of Epithets 
as would not be tolerated in a modem, even in a transla- 
tion of their works ; the *' wliite milk," and " dark gore," 
&c. of Homer, must not be retained ; at least, not so 
frequently as they occur m the origbal. Aristotle, in- 
deed, gives us to understand tljat in his time this liberty 
was still allowed to Poets ; but later taste is more fas- 
tidious. He censures, however, the adoption, by prose- 
writers, of this, and of every other kind of ornament that 
might seem to border on the poetical ; and he bestows 
on such a style the appellation of ^^ frigid,^* {^»XQ^^,) 
which at first sight may appear somewhat remarkable, 
(though the same expression, " frigid," might very prop- 
erly be so applied by us,) because " irarm," " glowing j'* 

* " A principal device in the fabrication of this Stjle," (the mock- 
eloquent,) *' is to multiply epithets, — dry epithets, laid on the out- 
side, and into which none of the vitality of the sentiment is found to 
circulate. Tou may take a great number of the words out of each 
page, and find that the sense is neither more nor less for your having 
cleared the composition of these Epithets of chalk of various colouxSi 
with which the tame thoughts had submitted to be rubbed over, is 
order to be made fine.** Foster, Essay iv. 
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and such-like Metaphors, seem naturally applicable to 
poetiy« This very cir cumstance, however, does in real- 
ity account for the use of the other expression. We 
are, in poetical prose, reminded of, and for that reason 
disposed to misSy the ^^ warmth and glow " of poetry : 
it is on the same principle tibat we ar^ disposed to speak 
of coldness in the rays of the moon^ because they remind 
us of sunshine, but want its warmth ; and that (to use 
an humbler and more familiar instance) an empty fire- 
place is apt to sij^est an idea of cold. 

The use of Epithets however, m prose composition, is 
not to be {Nroscribed ; as the judicious employment of tlieno 
is undoubtedly conducive to Energy. It is extremely 
difficult to lay down any precise rules on such a pcnnt. 
The only safe guide in ]Nractice must be a taste formed 
from a familiarity with the best Authors, and from the 
remarks of a skilful Critic on one's own compositions. 
It may, however, be laid down as a general caution^ 
more particularly needful for young writers, that an ex- 
cessive luxuriance of style, and especially a redundancy 
of Epithets, is the worse of the two extremes ; as it is a 
positive fault, and a very ofiensive one ; while the oppo- 
site is but the absence of an excellence. 

It is also an important rule, that the boldest and most 
striking, and almost poetical, turns of expres- camion 
sion, should be reserved (as Aristode has SStrorm 
remarked, book iii, chap. 7.) for the most **""'*"^y' 
impassioned parts of a discourse ; and that an Author 
should guard i^ainst the vain ambition of expressmg 
every thing in an equally high-wrought, brilliant, and 
forcible Style. The neglect of this caution often occa- 
sions the imitation of the best models, to prove detri- 
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mental. When the admiration of some fine and animat- 
ed passages leads a young writer to take those passages 
for his general model, and to endeavour to make ereiy 
sentence he composes equally fine, he will, on the con- 
trary, give a flatness to the whole, and destroy the 
effect of those portions which would have been forcible, 
if they had been allowed to stand prominent. To 
brighten the dark parts of a picture, produces much die 
same result as if one had darkened the bright parts ; in 
either case there is a want of rilief and contrast ; ana 
Composition, as well as Painting, has its lights and 
shades, which must be distributed with no less skill, if 
we would produce the desired eflfect.* 

In no place, however, wiD it be advisable to introduce 
Uaefl of any Epithet which does not fulfil one of these 
•P**"- 1^0 purposes; 1st, to explain a Metaphor; 
a use wliich has been noticed under that head, and 
which will justify) and even require, the introduction 
of an Epithet, which, if it had been joined to the 
Proper term, would have been glaringly superfluous ; 
thus, -ffischylusf speaks of the " winged hound of Jove," 
meaning the Eagle : to have said the ^^ winged eagk^" 
would have had a very different effect ; 2dly, when the 
Epithet expresses something which, though implied in the 
subject, would not have been likely to occur at once 
spontaneously to the hearer's mind, and yet is im- 
portant to be noticed with a view to the purpose in hand. 
Indeed it will generally happen, that the Epithets em- 
ployed by a skilful Orator, will be found to be, m fact, 

* Omnia vult belle Matho dieere; die aliquando 

Ei bene, die neutrum: die aliquando male, 
* Prometheus 
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SO many abridged arguments^ the ibrceof wUch is suffi- 
ciently conveyed by a mere hint ; e. g. if any one says, 
<^ we ought to take warning from the bloody revolution 
of France/Vthe Epithet suggests one of the reasons 
ibt our being warned ; and that, not less clearly^ and 
more forcibly, than if the argiunent had been stated ai 
length. 

§5. 

1* ith respect to the use of Antiquated, Foreign, New- 
coined, or New-compounded words,* or words unwmmon 
applied in an unusual sense, it may be sufficient •*p'«^o»"- 
to observe, that all writers, and prose-writers most, should 
be very cautious and sparing in the use of them ; not 
only because in excess they produce a barbarous dia- 
lect, but because they are so likely to suggest the idea 
of artifice ; the percepUon of which is most especially 
adverse to Eneigy. The occasional apt introduction of 
such a term will sometimes produce a powerful eSEdct y 
but whatever may seem to savour of afTectalion, or even 
of great solicitude and study in the choice cX terms, will 
effectually destroy the true effect of eloquence. The 
language which betrays art, and carries not an air of sim- 
i^CAty and sincerity, may, indeed, by some hearers, be 
thou^t not only very fine, but ev«a very energetic ; 

* At is a curious instance of whimsical inconsistency, tiiat man/ 
who, with justness, censure as pedantic the frequent introduction of 
Qruk and LaHn words, neither object to, nor refrain from, a similar 
^dantry with respect to Frmuk and itaUtm. 

Thus kind of afibcteUon is one of the " dangers ** of <U IUUb learn- 
wgi those wdie are reaUy good Unguists are seldom so anxious t» 
display their knowledge. 



202 ELEMENTS OF RHETORIC. Part III 

this very circumstance, however, may be taken for a 
proof that it is not so ; for if it had been, they would not 
have thought about it, but would have been occupied, 
exclusively, with the subject, . An unstudied and natu- 
ral air, therefore, is an excellence to which the true ora* 
tor, i. e. he who is aiming to carry his pointy will be 
ready to sacrifice any other that may interfere with it. 

The principle here laid down will especially apply to 
,„ ^ the choice of words, with a view to their Imi- 

Words con- ' 

iundl.** Native, or otherwise appropriate Sound. The 
attempt to make ^^ the sound an echo to the 
sense," is indeed more firequently to be met with in poets 
than in prose writers ; but it may be worth remarking, 
that an evident effort after this kind of exceUence, as it 
is offensive m any kind of composition, would m prose 
appear peculiarly disgusting. Critics treating on this 
subject have gone into opposite extremes ; some fanciful* 
ly attributing to words, or combinations of words, an imi- 
tative power far beyond what they can really possess, * 
and representing this kind of Imitation as deserving to 
bo studiously aimed at ; and others, on the contrary, 
considering nearly the whole of this kind of exceUence 
as no better than imaginary, and regarding the examples 
which do occur, and have been cited, of a congrui^ be- 
tween the sound and the sense, as purely accidental. 

* Pope has accordingly been justly oensured for his inconsistency 
in making the Alexandrine represent both a quick and a slow motion 

1. ** Flies o'er the unbending com, and skims along the main." 

2. " Which, like a wounded snake, drags its slow length along.** 
In the first instance, he forgot that an Mezandrins is long, from eon- 
taining more feet than a common verse ; whereas a long heoEomder 
has but the same number of feet as a short one, and therefore being 
pronounced in the same time, seems to move more rapidly. 
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The truth probably lies between these two extremes. 

In the first place, that words denoting sounds^ or em 
ployed in describing them, may be Imitative of those 
sounds, must be admitted by all ; indeed this kind of 
Imitation is, to a certain degree, almost unavoidable, in 
our language at least ; which abounds perhaps more than 
any other, in these, as they may be called, naturally ex- 
pressive terms; such as "hiss," "rattle," "clatter," 
" splash," and many others.* 

In the next place, it is also allowed by most, that 
quick or slow motion may, to a certain degree at least, 
be imitated or represented by words ; many short sylla- 
bles (unincumbered by a clash either of vowels, or of con- 
sonants coming together) being pronounced in the same 
time with a smaller number of long syUables, abounding 
with these incumbrances, the former seems to have a 
natural correspondence to a quick, and the latter to a 
slow motion ; since in the one a greater, and in the other 
a less space, seem to be passed over in the same time. 
In the ancient Poets, their hexameter verses being 
always considered as of the same lengthy u e. in respect 
of the time taken to pronounce them, whatever propor- 
tion of dactyls or spondees they contained, this kind of 
Imitation of quick or slow motipn, is the more apparent ; 
and afte^ making all allowances for fancy, it seems im- 
possible to doubt that in many instances it does exist; 
as, e. g. in the often-cited line which expresses the roU- 
mg of Sisyphus 's stone down the hill : 

jildts insna niSoyda Mvllvdero laag Aratd^g. 
* See Wallli, Gram. Anglic 



204 ELEMENTS OF RHETORIC. Part III. 

The following passage from the JEneid can hardly be 
denied to exhibit a correspondence with the slow and 
quick motions at least, which it describes; tliat of the 
Trojans laboriously hewing ths foundations of a tower 
on the top of Priam's palace, and that of its sudden and 
violent fall : 

" ^ggresil ferro drcum, qua aumma lahatUe$* 
Juncturas tabulata dahat, divellimus alii$ 
Sedibus, impultmutq^te, ia lap$a ripenie ruinam 
Cum s5mtu irahit, et Ddnaum super agmind late 
Inctdit." 

But, lastly, it seems not to require any excessive exer- 
cise of fancy to perceive, if not, property speaking, an 
Imitation^ by words, of other things besides sound and 
motion, at least, an Analogical aptitude. That* there is 
at least an apparent Analogy between things sensible, 
and things intelligible, is implied by numberless Meta- 
phors : as when we speak of '^ roughs or har^^ soft, or 
smooth, manners," ^^turbukfU passions," the ^^strokt, 
or the storms, of adversity," &c. Now if there are any 
words, or combinations of words, which have in their 
sound a congruily with certain sensible objects, there is 
no reason why they should not have the some congruity 
with |hose emotions, actions, &c. to which these sensible 
objects are analogous. Especially, as it is universally 

* The slow movement of ihui line would be much more perceptible, 
if we pronounced (as doubtlefw the Latins did) the daiMed canso- 
na/nU ; ** ag^grts^ ferro sum'mta ; *' bat in English, and conse- 
quently in the English way of reading Latin or Greek, the doubUnii^ 
of a consonant only serves to fix the place of the accent ; the latter 
of the two being never pronounced, except in a very few compound 
words : as « innate," " connatural," " poor-riite," " hop-pole." 
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allowed that certain musical combinations are, respective- 
ly, appropriate to the expression of grief, anger, illa- 
tion, &c. 

On the whole, the most probable conclusion seems to 
be, diat xaany^ at least of the <:elebrated passages that are 
cited as Imitative in sound, were, on the one hand, not 
the result of acciden(^ nor yet, on the other hand, of 
study ; but that the idea in the autlior's mind spontane- 
ously suggested appropriate sounds : thus, when Milton*s 
mind was occupied with the idea of the opening of the 
infernal gates, it seems natural that his expression, 

'< And on their hinges grate harsh thunder/' 

should have occurred to him without any distinct inten- 
tion of imitating sounds. 

It will be the safest rule, therefore, for a prose-writer 
at least, never to make any distinct effort after this kind 
of Energy of Expression, but to trust to the spontaneous 
occurrence of suitable sounds on every occasion where die 
introduction of them is likely to have a good effect. 

§6. . 
It is hardly necessary to give any wammg, generally, 
against the unnecessary mtrockiction of Techr Technical 
nical language of any kind, when the meaning *"**"***• 
can be adequately, or even tolerably, expressed in com- 
mon, i. e. unscientific words« The terms and phrases 
of Art have an air of pedantic aiSectation, for which they 
do not compensate, by even the smallest appearance of 
increased Enei^.* But there is an apparent exception 

* Of course this rule does not apply to avowedly technical systems- 
of instruction. In such works the usual and the best rule is, to en 
18 
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to this rule, in the case of what may be called the 
^' Theological Style ; " a peculiar phraseology, adopted 
more or less by a large proportion of writers of Sermons 
and other reli^ous works ; consistbg pardy of peculiar 
terms, but chiefly of common words used in a peculiar 
sense or combbation, so as to form altogether a kind of 
diction widely differing from the classical standard of the 
language. This phraseology having been formed partly 
Theoiosicai from the Style of some of the most eminent 
Divmes, pardy, and to a much greater degree, 
from that of the Scriptures, i. e. of our Version, has been 
supposed to carry widi it an air of appropriate dignity 
and sanctity, which gready adds to the force of what is 
said. And this may, perhaps, be the case when what is 
said is of litde or no btrinsic weight, and is only such 
meagre common-place as many religious works consist 
of : the associations which such language will excite in 
the minds of those accustomed to it, supplying in some 
degree the deficiencies of the matter. But this diction, 
though it may serve as a veil for poverty of thought, will 

ploj SB far SB possible snch technical terms as custom has already 
established ; defining, modifying, restricting, extending, Ac. these, 
if necessary, as the occasion may require. Sometimes however the 
introduction of new ones will be called for, either in addition to the 
others, or in their stead, when there are very strong objections 
against these. 

It is no uncommon trick with some writers to invent and adopt, on 
the aUghtest pretext, complete new sets of technical terms, the 
more strange and uncouth, the better for their purpose ; and thus to 
pass off long-known truths for prodigious discoveries, and gain the 
credit of universal originality by the boldness of their innovations in 
language : like some voyagers of discovery, who take possession of 
countries, whether before-visited or not, by formally ^ving them 
new names. 
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be found to protfucd no less the effect of obscuring the 
lustre of what is truly valuable : if it adds an appearance 
of strength to what is weak, it adds weakness to what is 
strong ; and if pleasing to those of narrow and iU-cultivat- 
ed minds, it is ma still higher degree repulsive to per- 
sons of taste. 

It may be said, indeed, with truth, that the improve- 
ment of the majority is a higher object than the gratifica- 
tion of a refined taste in a few ; but it may be doubted 
whether any real Energy, even with respect to any class 
of hearers, is gained by the use of such a diction as that 
of which I am speaking. For it will often be found that 
what is received with great approbation, is yet, even if, 
stricdy speaking, understood, but very litde attended to, 
or impressed upon the minds of the hearers. Terms 
and phrases which have been long familiar to them, and 
have certain vague and indistmct notions associated with 
them, men often suppose themselves to understand much 
more fully than they do ; and still oftener give a sort of 
indolent assent to what is said, without making any 
effort of thought. 

It is jusdy observed by Mr. Foster, {Essay iv.) when 
treating on this subject, that " with regard to a consider- 
able proportion of Christian readers and hearers, a* 
reformed language would be excessively strange to 
them ; " but that "its being so strange to them, would 
be a proof of the necessity of adopting it, at least, m 
part, and by degrees. For the manner in which some of 
them would receive this altered diction, would prove that 
die customary phraseology had scarcely given them any 
clear ideas. It would be found that the peculiar phrases 
had been not so much the vehicles of ideas, as the sub- 
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sdtutes for them. These readers and liearers liave been 
accustomed to chime to the sound, widiout apprehending 
the sense ; msomuch, that if they hear the very ideas 
which these phrases signify, expressed ever so simply in 
other langus^e, they do not recognise them." 

He observes also, with much truth, that the studied 
incorporation and Imitation of the language of the Scrip- 
tures in the texture of any Discourse, neither indicates 
reverence for the sacred composition, nor adds to the 
dignity of that which is human : hot rather diminishes 
that of such passages as might be mtroduced from the 
sacred writings in pure and distinct quotation, standing 
contrasted with the general Style of the work. 

Of tlie Technical terms, as they may be called, of 
Theology, there are many, the place of which might 
easily be supplied by corresponding expressions in com- 
mon use ; there are others, doubdess, which, denoting 
ideas exclusively belonging to the subject, could not be 
avoided without a tedious circumlocution ; these, there- 
fore, may be admitted as allowable peculiarities of dic- 
tion ; and the others, perhaps, need not be entirely dis- 
used : but it is highly desirable that both should be very 
.frequently exchanged for words or phrases entirely free 
from any Technical peculiarity, even at the expense of 
some circumlocution. Not that this should be done so 
constandy as to render the terms in question 'obsolete ; 
but by introducing frequently both the term, and a sen- 
tence e^lanatory of the same idea, the evil just men- 
tioned, — the habit of not thinkmg, or not thinking atten- 
tively, of the meaning of what is said, will be, in great 
measure, guarded gainst, — the Technical words them- 
nelves will make a more forcible iropressionj^**- and the 
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danger of sliding into unmeaning cant will be materially 
essened. Such repetitions, therefore, will more than 
compensate for or rather will be exempt from, any 
appearance of tediousness, by the addition both of Per- 
spicuity and Energy.* 

It may be asserted, with but too much truth, that a 
very considerable proportion of Christians have a habit 
of laying aside m a great degree their common sense^ and 
letting it, as it were, lie dormant, when points of Relig- 
ion come before them; — as if Reason were utterly at 
variance with religion, and the ordinary principles of 
sound Judgment were to be completely superseded on 
that subject; and accordingly it will be found, that there 

* " It must indeed be acknowledged, that in many cases innova- 
tions haye been introduced, partly by the ceasing to employ the words 
designating those doctrines which were designed to be set aside: 
but it is probable they may have been still more frequently and suc- 
cessfully introduced under the advantage of retaining thetertns, while 
the principles were gradually subverted. And therefore, since the 
peculiar words can be kept to one invariable signification only by 
keeping that signification clearly in sight, by means of something 
separate from these words themselves, it might be wise in Christian 
authors and speakers sometimes to express the ideas in common 
words, either in connexion with the peculiar terras, or occasionally, 
instead of them. Common words might less frequently be applied, 
as afiected denominations of things, which have their own direct and 
common denominations, and be less frequently combined into lih 
couth phrases. Many peculiar and antique words might be ex 
changed for other single words of equivalent signification, and in 
common use. And the small number of peculiar terms acknowl- 
edged and establisl^ed, as of permanent use and necessity, might, even 
separately from the consideration of modifying the diction, be, oc 
casionaliy with advantage to the explicit declaration and clear com- 
prehension of Christian truth, made to give place to a fuller expres- 
sion, in a number of common words, of those ideas of which they ar* 
ti\9 single signs." Foster, Essay iv. p. 304. 
18* 
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are luany errors which are adopted, — ^many truths 
which are overlooked, or not clearly understood, — and 
many difficulties which stagger and perplex them, — for 
want, properly speaking, of the exercise of their com- 
mon sense; i. e. in cases precisely analogous to such as 
daily occur m the ordinary affiurs of life ; m which those 
very same persons would form a correct, clear, prompt, 
and decisive judgment. It is well worthy of considera- 
tion, how far the tendency to this habit might be dimin- 
ished by the use of a dicUon conformable to the sug- 
j(estions which have been here thrown out. 

§7. 
With respect to the JWtmfrer of words employed, 
"it is certam," as Dr. Campbell observes, 
dependent "that of whatever kind the sentiment be, 

on the , , ' 

^i^mdl ^^^^' humorous, grave, animated, or sublime, 
the more briefly it b expressed, the Ener^ is 
the greater." — "As when the rays of the sun are col- 
lected into the focus of a burning-glass, the smaller the 
spot is which receives them, compared with the surface 
of the glass, the greater is the splendour, so, in exhibit- 
mg our sentiments by speech, the narrower the com- 
pass of words is, wherein the thought is comprised, the 
more energetic is the expression. Accordingly, we find 
that the very same sentiment expressed difiusely, will 
be admitted barely to be just; — expressed concisely, 
will be admired as spirited." He afterwards remarks, 
that though a languid redundancy of words is in all cases 
to be avoided, the energetic brevity which is the most 
contrary to it, b not adapted alike to every subject and 
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occasion. ^^The kinds of ^ting which are leds sus- 
ceptible of this ornament, are, the Descriptive, the Pa- 
thetic, the Declamatory,^ especially the last. It is, 
besides, much more suitable in writing than in speaking. 
A reader has the command of his time; Jbe may read 
fast or slow, as he finds convenient; he can peruse a 
sentence a second time when necessary, or ky down 
the book and think. But if, m haranguing the people, 
you comprise a great deal in few words, the hearer must 
have uncommon quickness of apprehension to catch the 
meaning, before you have put it out of his power, by 
engaging hj^ attention to something else." 

The mode in which this inconvenience should be^ob* 
viated, and in which the requisite expansion may be 
given to any thing which the persons addressed cannot 
comprehend in a very small con^pass, is, as I have al- 
ready remarked, not so much by increasing the number 
of words in which the sendment is conveyed m each 
sentence, (diough in this, fiosne variation must of course 
be admitted,) as by repetUing it in various forms. The 
uncultivated and the dull will require greater expansion, 
and more copious illustration of the same thought, than 
the educated and the acute; but they are even still 
more liable to be wearied or bewildered by proExity. 
If the material is too stubborn to be speedily. cleft, we 
must patiendy condnue our efforts for a longer time, in 
order to accomplish it; but this is to be done, not by 
making each blow fall more slotolyy which would only 
enfeeble them, but by often-repeated blows. 

* Thw remark is made^ and tl^e principle of.it (wbicli Dr. Camp- 
bell has omitted) lubjoined, in Part ii. chap.,U- § 2. of this Ti^tife 
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It is needful to insist the more on the energetic effect 
of Concisehdss, becjiuse so many, especially 

Verbosity . . , pit 

advene tq young WTiters and speakers, are apt to fall 
uidto into a st)rle of pompous verbosity, not from 
negligence, but from an idea that they are 
adding both Perspicuity^and Force to what is said, when 
they are only incumbermg the sense with a needless 
load of words. And they are the more likely to commit 
this mistake, because such a style will often appear not 
only to the author, but to the vulgar, (i. e. the vulgar 
in intellect^) among his hearers, to be very majestic and 
impressive. It is not uncommon to hear a speaker or 
writer of this class, mentioned as having a " very fine 
command of language," when, perhaps, it might be said 
with more correctness, that ^^ his language has a com- 
mand of him;" i. e. that he follows a train of words 
rather than of thought, and strings together all the strik- 
ing expressions that occur to him on the subject, in- 
stead of first forming a clear notion of tne sense he 
wishes to convey, and then seeking for the most appro- 
priate vehicle in which to convey it. 

If, indeed, any class of men are found to be the most 
effectually convinced ^ persuaded, or instructed, hj a 
turgid 'amplification, it is the orator's business, true to 
his object, not to criticise or seek to improve theii taste, 
but to accommodate himself to it. But it will be found 
that this is not near so often the case as many suppose. 
The orator may often by this kmd of style gain great 
admiration, without bemg the nearer to his proper end, 
which is to carry his point. It will firequently happen 
that not only the approbation, but the whole attention 
of the hearers will have been confinea to the Style, 
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which will have drawn their miodSi not to the subject, 
hut from it. In those spurious kinds of oratory, indeed, 
which have been above mentioned, (P. iii. chap. ii. § 4, 
5, 6.) in which the inculcation of the Subject-matter is 
not the principd object proposed, a redundancy of words 
may often be very suitable ; but in all that comes with- 
in the legitimate province of Rhetoric, there is no fault 
to be more carefully avoided.* 

It will thereforo be advisable for a t}nro in composi- 
tion to look over what he has written, and to strike out 
every word and clause which he finds will leave the 
passage neidier less perspicuous nor less forcible than 
4t was before ; ^' quamvis iavita recedarU ; " remem- 
bering tliat, as has been apdy observed, ^^ nobody knows 
what good things you leave out ; " if the general effect 

* '< By a multip^'city of words the sentiment is not set off and ac- 
commodated, but like David, in S&urs armour, it is incumbered and 
oppressed. 

" Tet this is not the only, or perhaps the ^worst, consequence re 
suiting from this manner of treating Sacred writ : " [paraphrasing] 
'< we are told of the torpedo, that it has the wonderful quality of 
numbing every thing it touches ; a paraphrase is a torpedo. By its 
influence the most vivid sentiments become lifeless, the most sub- 
lime are flattened, the most fervid chilled, the most vigorous ener- 
vated. In the Tery best compositions of this kind that can be expect- 
ed, the Grospel may be compared to a rich wine of a high flavour, 
diluted in such a quantity of water as renders it extremely vapid.* 
Campbell, RkeUmc, book iii. chap. ii. sec. 2. 
* It should be observed, however, that to some palates or stomachs 
a dilution may be necessary. Nor does Dr. Campbell mean, I ap- 
prehend, that there are not many passages in Scripture which r& 
quire expansion with a view to their being fully comprehended by 
an ordinary reader. But a regular paraphrase generally expands 
every passage, easy or hard, nearly to the same degree : it applies a 
magnifying-^glass of equal power to the gnat and to the camel. 
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is impfoired, that advant^e is enjoyed hy the reader, 
unaDoyed bj the regret which the author may feel at 
the omission of any thing which he may think in itseh' 
excellent. But this is not enough ; he must study con- 
traction, as well as omission. There are many senten- 
ces which would not bear the omission of a single word 
consistently with perspicuity, which yet may be much 
more concisely expressed, with equal clearness, by the 
employment of different words, and by recasting a great 
part of the expression. Take for example such a sen- 
tence as the foUowmg : ^^ A severe and tyrannical ex- 
ercise of power must become a matter of necessary pol- 
icy with Kmgs, when their subjects are imbued with 
such principles as justify and authorize rebellion ; " thb 
sentence could not be advantageously, nor to any con- 
siderable degree, abridged, by the mere omission of any 
of the words ; but it may be expressed in a much short- 
er compass, with equal clearness and far greater energy, 
thus $ ^^ Kings will be tyrants from policy, wheu subjects 
are rebels from principle. " * 

The hints I have thrown out on this point coincide 
pretty nearly with Dr. Campbell's remark on " Verbosi^ 
ty^" as contradistinguished from " Tautology y*' f *"^d from 

* Burke. 

f Tautology, which he describes as '' either a repetition of the 
same sense in different words, or a representation of any thing as the 
cause, condition, or consequence, of itself," is, in most instances, (of* 
the latter kind at least,) accounted an offence rather against correct* 
ness than brevity : the example he giyes from Bolingbroke, " how 
many are there by whom these tidings of good newt were neirer 
heard," would usually be reckoned a blunder rather than an instance 
of prolixity ; like the expression of '^ Sirucure places which have no 
duty annexed to them.*' " The Pleonasm," he ebserres, '* implies 
merely superfluity. Though the words do not, as in the TtLutologyf 
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" Pleonasm." " The third and last fault I shall mention 
against vivid Conciseness is Verbosity, This, it may be 
thought, coincides with the Pleonasm already discussed. 
One difference however is this; in the Pleonasm there 
are words which add nothiog to the sense; in the Ver- 
bose manner, not only single words, but whole clauses, 
may have a meaning, and yet it were better to omit them, 
because what they mean b unimportant. Instead, there- 
fore, of en£vening the expression, they make it languish. 
Another difference is, that in a proper Pleonasm, a com- 
plete Qorrection is always made by razing. This will not 
always answer in the Verbose style; it is often necessa- 
ry to alter as well as blot."^ 

§8. 
It is of course impossible to lay do^yn precise rules as 
to the degree of Conciseness which is, on each condMneM 
occasion that may arise, allowable and desira- ^i^ ^^' 
ble; but to an author who is, in his expression '^"P'*^"*^- 
of any sentiment, wavering between the demands of Per- 
spicuity^ and of Energy, (of which the former of course 
requires the first care, lest he should fail of both,) juod 
doubting whether the phrase which has the most forcible 
brevity, will be readily taken in, it maybe recommended 
to use both expressions;— first to expand the sense, 
sufiiciendy to be clearly understood, and then to contract 
it into the most compendious and strikbg form. This 
expedient might seem at first sight the most decidedly 

repeat the flense, they add nothing to it ; e. g. They returned [back 
again] to the [same] city [from] whence they came [forth.]** 
Campb. Rket. book iii. chap. ii. sec. 2. 
* Campbell, Rhetoric^hook iii. chap. ii. sec. 2. part iii. 
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adverse to the brevity recommended ; but it will be found 
m practice, that the addition of a compressed and pithy 
expression of the sentiment, which has been already stat- 
ed at greater lengdi, will produce the effect of brevity. 
For it is to be remembered that it is not on account of 
the actual number of itords that diffiiseness is to be con- 
demned, (unless one were limited to a certain space, or 
time,) but to avoid the flatness and tediousness resuidi^ 
from it; so diat if this appearance pan be obviated by 
the insertion of such an abridged repetition as b here 
recommended, which adds poignancy and spirit to the 
whole. Conciseness will be, practically, pomoted by the 
addition. The hearers will be struck by the foccibleness 
of the sentence which they will have been prepared to 
comprehend; they will understand the longer expres- 
sion, and remember the shorter. But the force wiD, in 
general, be totalty destroyed, or much enfeebled, if the 
order be reversed; — if the brief expression be put first, 
and afterwards expanded and explained; for it loses^ 
much of its force if it be not clearly understood the mo- 
ment it is uttered; and if it be, tiiere is no need of the 
subsequent expansion. The sentence recently quoted 
from Burke, as an mstance of Energetic brevity, is in this 
manner brought in at the close of a more expanded exhi- 
bition of the sentiment, as a condensed conclusion of the 
whole. " Power, of some kind or other, will survive the 
shock in which manners and opinions parish ; and it will 
find other and worse means for its support. The usurpa- 
tion which, in order to subvert ancient institutions, has 
destroyed ancient principles, will hold power by arts sim- 
ilar to those by which it has acquired it. When the old 
feudal and chivalrous spirit of feaUyy which, by free'mg 
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kings from fear, freed both kmgs and. subjects from the 
precaution of tyranny, shall be extinct in the minds of 
men, plots and assassinations will be anticipated by pre* 
vendve murder and preventiTe confiscation, and that long 
roU of grim and bloody maxims, nrhich form the political 
code of all Power, not standing on its own honour, and 
the honour of those who are to obey ic. Kings will be 
tyrants from policy, when subjects are rebels from 
principle." Burke, Reflections on the Revolution in 
France Worksy vol. V. p. 153. 

The same writer, in another passage of the same work, 
has a paragraph in like manner closed and summed up 
by a striking metaphor,* (which w31 often prove the most 
eoneiuy as well as in other respects stiriking, form of ex- 
pression,) such as would not have been so readily taken 
in if placed at the beginning. *^ To avoid therefore the 
evils of inconsistency and versatility, ten thousand times 
worse than those of obstinacy and the blindest prejudice, 
we have consecrated the State, that no maaa should ap- 
proach to look into its defects or corruptions \nA with due 
caution ; that he should never dream of beginnipg its re- 
formation by its subversion ; that he should approach to 
the faults of the State as to the wounds of a father, with 

*Thi8 however, being an instance of what may be called the 
classieal Metaphor, no preparation or explanation, even though suffi- 
cient to make it UudUgibU, could render it very striking to those not 
thoroughly and early familiar with the ancient &bles of Medea. 

The Preacher has a considerable resource, of an analogous kind, 
in similar allttsiens to the history, descriptions, parables, dbc. of 
80RIPTURE, whkk will often fomisb usefhl illostrations and for 
eible metaphoni, in an address to Ihoee weU aeqnainied with the Bible , 
though these would be frequently unintelligible, and always compa* 
atively feeble to persons not familiar with Scripture. (See Appen- 
dix, fH.]) 19 
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pious awe snd trembling soKcitude. By thb wise preju- 
dice we are taught to look with horror on those children 
of their country who are prompt rashly to hack that 
aged parent in pieces, and put him into the kettle of ma- 
gicians, in hopes that by their poisonous weeds, and wild 
incantadons, they may regenerate the paternal constitu* 
tion, and renovate their father's life." Burke, Reflte- 
tioM on the RtvolvHon in Francty Works, toI. v. 
p. 183. 

So great, indeed, is the effect of a skilful interspersion 
stfie of Dr ^^ short, pointed, forcible sentences, that even 
jobnaon. ^ considerAlc violation of some of the fore- 
going rules may be, by this means, in a great degree, 
concealed ; and vigour may thus be communicated (if 
vigour of thought be not wanting) to a s^k chargeable 
even with tautology. This is the case with much of the 
language of Dr. Jcdinson, who is certainly on the whole 
an enei^edc writer ; though he would have been much 
more so, had not an over-attention to the roundness and 
majestic sound of his sentences, and a delight m balanc- 
ing one clause against another, led lum so frequently into 
a faulty redundancy. Take, as an mstance, a passage 
in his life of Prior, which may be considered as a favour- 
able specimen* of his style : ^^ Solomon is the work to 
which he mtrusted the protection of his name, and which 
he expected succeeding ages to regard with veneration. 
His affection was natural ; it had undoubtedly been writ- 
ten with great labour : and who is wilb'ng to think that 
he has been labouring in vam ? He had infused into it 
much knowledge, and much thought ; had ofien polished 
it to eUgancBj oflen dignified it with spkndouVj and 
sometimes heightened it to sublimity ; be perceived in it 
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many excellences, and did not discover that it wanted 
that without which all others are of small avail, the 
power of engaging attention and alluring curiosity. 
Tediousness is the Qiost fatal of all fiuilts ; negligences 
or errors are sbgle and local'; but tediousness pervades 
tlie whole ; other feults are censured and foi^otten, but 
the power of tediousness propagates itself. He that is 
weary the first hour, is more weary the second ; as bod- 
ies forced into motion contrary to their tendency, pass 
more and more slowly through every successive interval 
of space. Unhappily this pernicious failure is that 
which an author is least able to discover. We are sel- 
dom tiresome to ourselves ; and the act of composition 
fills and delights the mind with change of language and 
succession of images ; every couplet when produced is 
new ; and novelty is the great source of pleasure. Per- 
haps no man ever diought a line superfluous when he 
first wrote it; or contracted hb work till his ebullitions 
of invendon had subsided." 

It would not have been just to the author, nor even so 
suitable to the present purpose, to cite less than the 
whole of this passage, which exhibits the characteristic 
merits, even more strildngly than the defects, of the 
writer. Few could be found in the works of Johnson, 
and still fewer m those of any other writer, more happily 
and forcibly expressed : yet it can hardly be denied that 
the parts here distmgubhed by italics are chargeable, 
more or less^ with Tautology. 

It happens, unfortunately, that Johnson's style is par- 
ticularly easy of imitation, even by writers ut- ,„n^|to„ ^f 
terly destitute of his vigour of thought ; and Jo»««>n- 
such imitators are intolerable. They bear the same 
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resemblance to their model, that the annour of the Cbi- 
Dese, as described by trtvdlers, coosbtis^ of thick quOt- 
ed cotton corered widi stiff ghcwd paper, does to that 
of the ancient knighu ; equaDj glitteriog, bulky, and 
cumbersome, but destitute of the tempar and firmness 
which was its sole advantage. At first si^t, indeed, this 
kind of style appears far from easy of atttunment, e» 
account of its being remote from the colloquial, and hav- 
ing an elaborately artificial appearance ; but in reality, 
there is none less difficult to acquire. To string togeth- 
er siAstaniiveB, connected by conjunctions, which is die 
characteristic of Johnson's style, is, in fact, the rudest 
and clumsiest mode of expressmg our thoughts : we have 
only to find natMs for our ideas, and then put them 
together by connectives, instead of int^weaving, <»r rathr 
er felting them together, by a due admixture of verbs* 
participles, prepositions, &c. So that this way of writ- 
ing, as contrasted with the other, may be likened to the 
primitive rude carpentry, in which the materials were 
united by coarse external implements, pins, nails, and 
cramps, when compared with that art m its roost improv- 
ed state, after the invention of dovetail-joints, grooves, 
and mortices, when the junctions are effected by forming 
pn^erly the extremities of the pieces to be joined, so as 
at once to consolidate and conceal the juncture. 

If any one will be at the pains to compare a few pages, 
varioog fo- ^^^ ^™ almost any part of Johnson's 
ratauinuvM ^orks, with the same quantity from any other 
^Jm?"°* of our admired writers, noting down the number 
of subitantives in each, be will be struck with 
the disproportion. This would be still greater, if he 
were to examine with the same view an equal portion of 
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Cicero; but it must be acknowledged, that the genius of 
the Latm langu^e allows and requires a much smaller 
proportion of substantiTes than are necessary in our own; 
especiallj such as express qualities m the abstract. 



§9. 
In aiming at a Concise Style, however, care must of 
course be taken that it be not crowded. The ^ ^• 
frequent recurrence of considerable ellipses, '^^^' 
even when obscurity does not result from them, will 
produce an appearance of aSected and laborious com- 
pression, which is offensive. The author who is studi- 
ous of Energetic brevity, should aim at what may be call- 
ed a Suggestive style ; such, that is, as, without making a 
distinct, though brief, mention of a multitude of particu- 
lars, shall put the hearer's mind into the same train of 
thought as the speaker's, and suggest to him more than is 
actually expressed.* Aristotle's style, which is frequent- 
ly so elliptical as to be dry and obscure, is yet often, at the 
very same time, unnecessarily diffiise, from his enumer* 
ating much that the reader would easily have supplied, if 
the rest had been fully and forcibly stated. He seems 
to have regarded his readers as capable of gomg along 
with him readily, in the deepest discussions, but not, of 
going beyond Mm, in the most simple ; i. e. of filling up 
his meaning, and inferring what he does not actually ex- 

* Sneh a style may be compared to a good map, which marki dii- 
liaetly the great oatMnee, wttiiig down the prineipal nrtrtf lowing 
moontama, dbe. ]ea?ing the imagination to mpply the villagei, hil* 
looka, and ■tieamlets; which, if they were aU inserted in their due 
proportions, woold crowd the map, though after all they could not 
be diacenied without a microecope. 
19» 
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press ; so that in many passages a free translator might 
convey his sense in a shorter compass, and yet in a less 
cramped and elliptical diction. A particular statement, 
example, or proverb, of which the gtmeral applicatiai 
b obvious, will often save a long abstract rule, which 
needs much explanation and limitation ; and will thus 
suggest much that is not actually said; thus answering 
the purpose of a mathemadcal diagram, which, though 
itself an individual, serves as a representative of a class. 
Slight hints also respecting die subordinate branches of 
any subject, and notices of the principles that will apply 
to them, &c. may often be substituted for digressive 
discussions, which, though laboriously compressed, would 
yet occupy a much greater space. Judicious divisions 
likewise and classifications,^ save much tedious enume- 
radon ; and, as has been formerly remarked, a well-cho- 
sen epithet may often surest, and therefore supply the 
place of, an entire Argument. 

It would not be possible, within a moderate compass^ 
to lay down precise rules for the Suggesdve kind of writ- 
ing I am speaking of : but if the slight hints here given 
are sufficient to convey an idea of the object to be aimed 
at, practice will enable a writer gradually to form the 
habit recommended. It may be worth while, however, 
to add, that those accustomed to rational conversatiprij 
will find in that, a very useful exercise^ with a view to 
this point, (as well as to almost every other connected 
with Rhetoric ;) smce, in conversation, a man naturally 
tries first one and then aooilier mode of expressing his 
thoughts, and stops as soon as he perceives that his com- 
panion fully comprehends his sentiments, ^d is sufficient- 
ly impressed with them. 
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§ 10. 

I have dwek the more earnesdj on the head of Con- 
ciseness, because it is a quality in which young writers 
(who are the most likely to seek for practical benefit in 
a Treatise of this kmd) are usually most deficient; and 
because it is comm(Hily said diat m them, exuberance 
is a promising sign; without sufficient care being taken 
to qualify this remark, by adding, that this over-luxuri 
ance must be checked by judicious pruning. If an eaily 
proneness to redundancy be an indication of natural gen- 
ius, those who possess this genius should be the more 
sedulously on tbeir guard against diat fault. And those 
who do not, should be admonished that the want of a 
naturul gift cannot be supplied by copying its attendant 
defects. 

The praises which have been bestowed on Copious" 
ness of dicdon, have probably tended to mis- „ 

, ' * •' Copiousnera 

lead authors into a cumbrous verbosity. It dependent on 

• "^ precision. 

should be remembered, that there is no real* 
Copiousness in a multitude of synonymes and circumlo- 
cutions. A house would not be the better furnished for 
being stored with ten times as many of some kinds of 
articles as were needed, while it was perhaps destitute of 
those required for other purposes; nor was Lucullus's 
wardrobe, which, according to Horace, boasted five thou- 
ssuid nuuides, necessarily well stocked, if otheV articles of 
dress were wanting. The completeness of a library does 
not coni^t in the number of volumes, especially if many 
of them are duplicatts; but m its contaming copies of all 
die most valuable works. And in like manner, true 
Copiousness of language consists in having at command, 
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as far as possible, a suitable expression for each different 
modification of thou^.t. This, consequently, will often 
save much circumlocution; so that the greater our com- 
mand of language, the more concisely we shall be ena- 
bled ta write. In an author who is attentive to these 
principles, diffuseness may be accounted no dangerous 
fault of style, because practice will gradusdly correct it; 
but it is otherwbe with one who pleases himself in string- 
ing together well-sounding words into an easy, flowing, 
and (falsely-called) copious style, destitute of nerve: 
and who is satisfied with a small portion of matter; seek- 
ing to increase, as it were, the appearance of his wealth 
by hammering out his metal thm. This is far from a 
curable fault. When the style is fuDy formed in other 
respects, pregnant fdness of meaning is seldom superad- 
ded; but when there is a basis of energetic condensaUon 
of thought, the faults of harshness, baldness, or even ob- 
scurity, are much more likely to be remedied. Solid 
gold may be new moulded and polished: but what can 
give solidity to ^dbg? 

§ 11. 
Lastly, the Arrangement of words may be made 
Energy de. higUy c(»iducive to Energy. The importance 
Swmn^ of an attention to this pomt, with a view to 
"""*• Perspicuity, has been already nodced: but of 
two sentences equally perspicuous, and consisting of the 
very same words, the one may be a feeble and languid, 
the other a striking and Energedc expression, merely 
fi'om the difference of Arrangement. 
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Some, among the modems, are accustomed to speak 
of the JVafiiral order of the words in a sen- 
tence, and to consider; each, the established' ord«r or 

- , . , , word*. 

arrangement of his o^;m language as the nearest 
to^such a natural order; regarding that which prevails in 
Latin and in Greek as a sort of deranged and irregular 
structure. We are apt to consider that as most natural 
and mtiinslcally proper, which is the most familiar to 
ourselves; but th^re seems no good ground for asserting, 
that the customary structure of sentences in the ancient 
languages is less natural, or less suitable for the purposes 
for which language is employed, than in the modem. 
Supposing the established order in English or b French, 
for instance, to be more closely conformed to the ^am- 
matical or lo^oal analysis of a sentence, than that of Lat- 
in or Greek, because we place the Subject first, the 
Copula next, and the Predicate last, &c. it does not fol- 
low than such an arrangement is necessarily the best fit- 
ted, in every case, to excite the attention^ — to direct it 
to the most essential points,— -to gratify the invagina- 
tion, — or to affect the feelings. It is, surely, the natu- 
ral object of langui^e to express as strongly as possible 
the speaker's seodments, and to convey the same to the 
hearers; and that arrangement of words may fairly be ac- 
counted the most natural, by which all men are natu- 
rally led, as far as the rules of their respective languages 
allow theip, to accompli^ this object. The rules of 
many of the modem Imiguages do indeed frequently con^ 
fine an author to an order which he would otherwise 
never have chosen; but what translator of any taste 
would ever volwitarily alter the arrangement of the 
worcb iQ ^Mfh a sentence, as MeyMfi 4 ''jiqnfu^ ^x^eatonf. 
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which our language allows us to render exacdy, ^^ Great 
b Diana of the Ephesians! " How feeble in comparison 
is the translation of Le Clerc, *^ La Diane de$ Ephi- 
tieru est une grande Dienef " How imperfect that of 
Beausobre, ^^La grande Diane dee EphSsiens!" 
How undignified that of Saci, ^^ Five la grande Diane 
des Ephitiens!** 

Our language indeed is, though to a less degree, very 

much hampered by the same restrictions; it 

point orar., being m general necessary, for the expression 

Che ancient of the scuse, to adhere to an order which may 

languafes. , , 

not "be in other respects the most eligible: 
^^ Cicero praised Caesar," and '' Caesar pndsed Cicero," 
would be two very different propositions; the situation 
of the words being all that indicates (fi*om our want of 
Caaesy) vohich is to be taken as the nominative, and 
which as the accusative; but such a restriction is far* 
firom being an advantage. The transposition of words 
which the ancient languages admit of, conduces, not 
merely to variety, but to Enei^, and even to Precision. 
If, for instance, a Roman had been directing the atten- 
tion of his hearers to the circumstance that even Cauar 
had been the object of Cicero's praise, he would, most 
likely, have put ^^ Casarem" first; but he would have 
put '^ Cicero ^' first, if he bad been remarking that not 
only others, but even Ae, had praised Caesar. 

It b.for want of this liberQr of Arrangement that we 
are often compelled to mark the emp&oHc words of our 
sentences by the voice, in speaking, and by italics, in 
writing; which would, in Greek or in Latin, be plainly 
bdicated, m most instances, by the collocation alone. 
The sentence which has been often brought forward as 
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an example of the varieties of expression which may be 
given to the same words> '^ Will you ride to London to- 
morrow ? " and which may be pronounced and under- 
stood in at least five different ways, according as the fii st, 
second, &c. of the words is printed in italics, would be, 
by a Latin or Greek writer, arranged in as many differ- 
ent orders, to answer these several mtentions. The ad- 
vantage thus gained must be evident to any one who 
considers how important the object is which i& thus accom- 
plished, and for the sake of which we are often compel- 
led to resort to such clumsy expedients ; it is like the 
fNToper distribution of the lights b a picture ; wliich is 
hardly of less consequence than the correct and lively 
representation of the objects.* 

It must be the aim then of an author, who would write 
with Energy, to avail himself of all the liberty itaiicand 
which our language does allow, so to arrange ""^ewcor. 
bis words that there shall be the least possible 
occasion for underscormg and italics ; and this, of course, 
must be more carefully attended to by the %mter than 
by the speaker^ who may, by his mode of utterance, con- 
ceal, m great measure, a defect in this point. It may be 
worth observing, however, that some writers, having 
been tau^t that it is a fault of style to require many of 
the words to be in italics, fancy they avoid the fault, by 
omitdng those indications where they are really needed ; 

* The 4th book of Q. Cortias begins with a passage which affords 
a good instance of the energetic effect produced by a skilful use of 
the license of the Latin arrangement : *' Darius tanti modo ezeioitus 
rejc, qui triumphantis ma^s quam dimieantis more, curm snblimis 
inierat prcsUumy per loca qu» prope immensis ftgminibus complsTer 
rat, jam inania, et ingenti solitudine yasta, fugiebat." The effect of 
the concluding, Ferb, placed where it is, is most striking. 
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which 18 no less absurd than to attempt remedying the 
intricacies of a road by removii^ the direction-posts.^ 
The proper remedy is, to pndearour so to construct the 
style, that the collocation of the words may, as far as is 
possible, direct the attention to those which are emphatic. 
And the general maxim that shoidd chiefly- guide us, 
is, as Dr. Campbell observes, the homely saying, 
/' Nearest the heart, nearest the mouth ; '' the idea, 
which is the most (ordhly impressed on the author's 
mind, will naturally claim the first utterance, as nearly as 
the rules of the language will permit. And it will be 
found that, in a majority of instances, the nK>8t Emphatic 
word will be the PredieaU ; contrary to the rule which 
the nature of our language compels us, in most instmices, 
to observe. It will often happen, however, that we do . 
place the Predicate first, and obtain a great increase of 
Energy by this Arrangement. Of this license our trans- 
lators of the Bible have in many instances, very happily 
availed themselves ; as, e. g. in tlie sentence lately cited, 
<^ Great is Diana of the Epbesians ; ** so also, ^* Blessed 
is he that cometh in the name of the Lord : " it is evi- 
dent how much this would be enfeebled l^ altering the 
Arrangement into ^' He that cometh in the name of the 
Lord is blessed." And, again, ^^ Silver and Gold have 1 
none ; but what I have that give I unto thee. " f Another 
passage, in wUch they might advantageously have ad 
bered to the order of the original, is, '^ "Eneaar, htBua 

•The eensura of freqaent and long Paientheses also leads some 
writers into the like preposterous expedient of leaving ont the marks 
( ) hy whieh ^bey are indicated, and sabstituting ccmmas ; instead 
of so framing each sentence that thej shall not be needed. It is no 
enre to a lame man, to take away his Snitches. 

t Acts V. 6. 
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BafivUip, ^ jM^ydA^,"* which would certainly have been 
rendered as correctly, and more forcibly, as well ^ more 
closely, "Fallen, fallen is Babylon, that great city," 
than, " Babylon is fallen, is fallen." 

The word " IT " is frequently very serviceable in ena- 
bling us to alter the arrangement: thus, the uaeorttie 
sentence, " Cicero praised Caesar," winch ad* word it. 
mits of at least two modifications of sense, may be altered 
so as to express either of them, by thus varying the order: 
" It was Cicero that praised Cassar," or, " It was Cesar 
that Cicero prabed." " IT " is, iii this mode of using 
it, the represeniaHve of the Subject,! which it thus ena- 
bles us to place, if we will, after the Predicate. 

With respect to Periods^ it would be neither practical- 
ly useful, nor even suitable to the present ob- p^^,^g 
ject, to enter into an examination of the differ- 
ent senses in which various authors have employed the 
word. A technical term may allowably be employed in 
a scientific work, in any sense not very remote from com- 
mon usage, (especially when common usage is not uni- 
form and invariable, in the meaning affixed to it,) provid- 
ed it be clearly defined, and the definition strictly adher 

• R«T. XFiii. 2. 

t Of whatever gender or number the eahject referred to may be, 
** IT" may, with equal propriety, be employed to represent it Oar 
translatort of the Bible have not nerni^ed to make <' IT " refer to « 
matculim noun: ''It is I, be not afraid;" bat they seem to have 
thought it not allowable, as perhaps it was not, at the time when they 
wrote, to make such a reference to a ptural noun. " Search the 
Scriptur e s t hey are eft«y which testify of Me : " we should now say, 
withoai any impropriety, '' IT it they" Ac. 
20 



230 ELEMEirrS OF RHETORIC. Past Ul 

ed to. By a Period, tben, is to be understood in tUs 
place,, any sentence, whether simple or complex, which 
is so framed that the Gfaromatical construction will not 
admit of a close, before the end of it; in which, in short, 
the meanmg remains suspended, as it were, till the whole 
^^^^^^ b finished. A feoM sentence, on the con- 
sentencM. tiary, is, any that is not a Period; any, whose 
construction will allow of a stop, so as to form a perfect 
sentence at one or more places, before we arrive at the 
end. E. g. " We came to our journey's end — at last— 
with no small difficulty — after much fatigue — through 
deep roads — and bad weather." This is im instance 
of a very loose sentence; (for it is evident that tins kind 
of structure admits of degrees,) there being no less than 
five places, marked by dashes, at any one of which the 
sentence might have terminated, so as to be grammat- 
ically perfect. The same words may be formed into a 
Period, thus: ^^ At last, after much fatigue, through 
deep roads, and bad weather, we came, with no small 
difficulty, to our journey's end." Here, no stop can 
be made at any part, so that the preceding words shall 
form a sentence before the final close. These are both 
of them simple sentences; i. e. not consistmg of seve- 
ral causes, but having only a single verb; so that it is 
plain we ought not, according to this view, to confine 
die name of Period to compfex sentences; as Dr. Camp- 
bell has done, notwithstanding bis having adopted the 
same definition as has been here laid down. 

Periods, or sentences nearly approaching to Periods, 
have certainly, when, other things are equal, the advan- 
tage b point of Energy. An unexpected continuation 
of a sentence, which the reader had supposed to be con- 
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eluded, especially if in reading aloud, he had, under that 
supposition, dropped his voice, is apt to produce a sen- 
sation in the mind of being disagreeably balked; anal* 
ogous to the unpleasant jar which is felt, when in as- 
cending or descending stairs, we meet with a step more 
than we expected: and if this be often repeated, as in 
a very loose sentence, a kmd of weary impatience results 
from the uncertamty when the sentence is to close. 
The objection however to. loose sentences and conse- 
quent tendency towards the periodic structure, must 
have been ^eater among the Ancients than the Modems, 
because the variety of arrangement which the ancient 
languages permitted, and, in particular, the liberty of 
reserving the verb^ on which the whole sense depends, 
to the end, made that structure natural and easy, in 
many instances in which, in our language, it would ap- 
pear forced, unnatural, and affected. But the agreea- 
Uaness of a certain degree, at least, of Pe- Tendency 
riodic structure, m all languages, is apparent ^iSSj*** 
fipom this; that they all contain words which ■*'»»**'»"*• 
may be said to have no other use or significations but to 
tuspend the sense^ and lead the hearer of the first part of 
the sentence to expect the remainder. He who says, 
" The world is not eternal, nor the work of chance; " 
expresses the same sense as if he said, '^^ The world is 
neither eternal, nor the work of chance; " yet the latter 
would be generally preferred. So also, " The vmes af- 
forded both a refreshing shade, and a delicious fruit;" 
the word " bodi " would be missed, though it adds noth- 
ing to the sense. Again, " While all the Pagan nations 
consider Reli^on as one part of Virtue, the Jews, on 
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the contrary, regard Virtue as a part of ReUgioo; '** the 
omissioa of the first word would oot aker the sense, but 
would destrc^ the Period; to produce which is its onlj 
use. The Jtf^iV, j^e^ and tb of the Greek are, m numj' 
places, subservient to this use alone. 

The modem languages do not' indeed admit, as was 
observed above, of so Periodb a Style as the ancient 
do: but an author, who does but clearly understand 
what a Period \% and who applies the test I have laid 
down, unll find it very easy, after a litde practice, to 
compose in Periods, even to a greater d^ree Aan, in 
an English writer, good taste will warrant. His akill 
and care will be chiefly called for in avoiding all appear- 
ance of stifihess and affectation in the eonstruction on 
them, -^ in not departing, for the 9ake of a Period, too 
far fix)m colloquial usage, -^and b observing such mod- 
eratbn in the employment of this style, as sbaU forevent 
any betrayal of* artffice, -^- any thing savouring of elab* 
orate statdiness; which is always to be regarded as a 
worse fault than the slovenliness and l^nguckr which ae- 
company a very loose style. 

§ 13. 
It should be observed, however, that, as a sentence 
uaom and ^l^ch IS uot stHctly a Period, accordiQg to thf 
gjjj^^ foregoing definition, may yet approach indeC* 
initely near to it, so as to produce nes^-ly th« 
same effect, so, on the other hand, periods may be so 
constructed as to produce much of the ^ame feeling of 
weaiiness ^nd impatience which results from an excess 

• Jooephufl. 
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of loose sentences. If the clauses be rety long, and 
contain an enumeration of many circumstances, though 
the sentence be so framed, that we are still kept in ex- 
pectation of the conclusion, yet it will be an impatient 
expectation; and the reader will feel the same kmd of 
uneasy Uncertainty when the clause is to be finished, as 
would be felt respecting tlie setUence^ if it were loose. 
And this will especially be the case, if the rule for- 
merly given with a view to Perspicuity be not observ- 
ed,* of takmg care that each part of the sentence be un- 
derstood, as it proceeds. Each clause, if it consist of 
several parts, should be continued with the same atten- 
tion to their mutual connection, so as to suspend the 
sense, as is employed in tlie whole sentence ; that it 
may be, as it were, a Periodic clause. And if one clause 
be long and another short, the shorter should, if possible, 
be put last. Universally indeed a sentence precedence 
would often be, practically, too long, i. e. ^^^^ST 
will have a tedious, dragging effect, merely *^^*""*' 
from its concluding with a much longer clause than it 
began with ; so that a composition which most would 
censure as abounding too much in long sentences, may 
often have its defects, in great measure, remedied, with- 
out shortening any of them ; merely by reversing the 
order of each. This of course holds good with respect 
to all complex sentences of any considerable length, 
whether periods, or not. An instance of the difference 
of effect produced by this means, may be seen in such 
a sentence as the following : ^^ The State was made, 

under the pretence of serving it, m reality, the prize of 

■ ■ - __ 

* Part iii. chap. i. § 3. 
20« 
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their contentioB, to each of those opposite parties, who 
professed in specious terms, the one, a preference for 
moderate Aristocracy, the other, 9 desire of admitting the 
people at large to an equali^ of civil privileges." This 
may be regarded as a complete Period; and yet for thc^ 
reason just mentioned, has a tedious and cumbrous effect. 
Many critics might recommend, and perhaps with reason, 
to break it mto two or three ; but it is to our present 
purpose to remark, that it might be, in some degree at 
least, decidedly improved, by merely reversing the claus- 
es ; as thus : /^ The two opposite parties, who profess* 
ed in specious terms, the one, a preference for mode- 
rate Aristocracy, the other^ a desire of admitting the 
people at larg6 to an equality of civil privileges, made 
the State, which diey pretended to serve, in reality the 
prize of their contention." ♦ ^ 

Another instance may be cited from a work, in wbiclp 
any occasional awkwardness of expression is the more 
conspicuous, on account of its general excellence, the 
Church Liturgy ; the style of which is so justly admir? 
ed for its remarkable union of energy with simplicity, 
smoothness, and elegance : the followmg passage irom 
the Exhortation is one of the very few, which, from tho 
fault just noticed, it is difficult for a good reader to deliver 
with spirit ; '^ And although we ought at all times hum- 
bly to acknowledge our sins before God, || yet ought 
we most chiefly so to do, || when we assemble-^* and 
meet together — to render thanks for the great benefits 
that we have received at his hands, — to set forth his 
most worthy praise, to hear his most holy word, and to 

* Thucjdidef , on the Corcyi?vi sedition. 
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ask those things whicn are requisite and necessary, — 
as well for the body as the soul." This is evidently 
a very loose sentence, as it might be supposed to con- 
clude at any one of the three places which are marked 
by dashes ( — ) ; this disadvantage, however, may easily 
be obviated by the suspension of voice, by which a good 
reader, acquainted with the passage, would indicate that 
the sentence was not concluded ; but the great fault is 
the length of the last of the three principal clauses, in 
comparison of the former two : (the conclusions of which 
are marked ||) by which a dragging and heavy effect 
is produced, and the sentence is made to appear longer 
than it really is. This would be more manifest to any 
one not familiar, as most are, with the passage ; but a 
good reader of the Liturgy will find hardly any sentence 
in it so difficult to deliver to his own satisfaction. It 
is perhaps the more profitable to notice a blemish oc- 
curring in a composition so well known, and so de- 
servedly valued for the excellence, not only of its sen- 
timents, but of its language. 

It is a useful admonition to young writers, with a view 
to what has lately been said, that they should always at- 
tempt to recast a sentence which does not please ; al- 
tering the arrangement and entire construction of it, in- 
stead of merely seeking to change one word for another. 
This will give a great advantage in point of Copiousness 
also ; for there may be, suppose, a substantivej which, 
either because it does not fully express our meaning, or 
for some other reason, we wish to remove, but can find 
no Qther to supply its place ; but the object may per- 
haps be easily accomplbhed by means of a verbj ad- 
verb, or some other part of speech, the substitutioa of 
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which unplies an alteradon of the constraction. It is 
an exercise according./ which may be recommended as 
highly conducive to the improvement of Style, to prac- 
tise casting a sentence into a variety of different forms 

It is evident, from what has been said, that in com- 
DUferaoM positions intended to be delivered, the Period- 
toif liSr *c style is much less necessary, and therefore 
MdTbJ*' niuch less suitable, than in those designed foi 
tpwker. ^^ closet. The speaker may, in most instan 
ces, by the skilful suspension of his voice, give to a 
loose sentence the effect of a Period: and though, in 
both species of composition, the display of art is to be 
guarded against, a more unstudied air is looked for in 
such as are spoken. 

The study of the best Greek and Latm writers may 
be of great advantage towards the improvement of the 
Style in tlie point concerning which I have now been 
treating, (for the reason lately mentioned,) as well as in 
most others : and there is this additional advantage, 
(which, at first sight, might appear a disadviantagej) that 
die style of a foreign writer cannot be so closely imitated 
as that of one in our own language : for this reason diere 
win be the less danger of falling into an obviout and ser* 
vile imitadon.* 

§ 14. 
Anuthesis has been sometimes reckoned as one form of 
the Period ; but it is evident that, according to 
the view here taken, it has no necessaiy connec- 

* Boliiigbroke may be noted as one of the most Periodic of Enf 
liah writers ; Swift and Addison (thouj^h in other respects rery dif- 
ferent from each o&er) are ainoni^ the most loose. 
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tion With it. One cI^usq m^y b^ appoH4 to another, 
by means of some contrast between corresponding words 
in each, whether or not the clauses be 90 connected that 
the former conld not, by itsselfj b^ a complete s^tence. 
Tacitus, who is one of the most Antithetical, 13 at the 
same time one (tf the least Ferio4iQ, pf al} the Latin 
writers. 

There can be no doqfot that thi^ figure is calculated to 
add greatly to Energy. Every thii^ is rendered mora 
striking by contrast ; and almost every kind of subject- 
matter affords materiah for contrasted es^pressipns* 
Truth is opposed to error ; wise conduct to foolish i di& 
ferent causes often produce opposite effects ; different cii- 
cumslances dictate to prudence opposite conduct ; oppo- 
site impressions may be made by the same object, on 
different minds ; and every extreme is opposed both to 
die Mean, and to the other eweme. If, therefore, th9 
language be so constructed as to contrast together these 
opposites, they throw light on each other hy a kind of 
mutual reflection, and the view thus presented will be 
the more striking. By this means also we may obtain, 
consistently with Perspicuity, a much greater degree of 
conciseness ; which in itself is so conducive to Energy ; 
e. g. ^^When Reason is agdnst a man, he will be 
against Reason;"* it would be hardly possible to ex- 
press this sentiment not Antithedcally, so as to be clearly 
intelligible, except in a much longer sentence. Again, 
** Words are the Counters of wise men, and the Money 
of foob ; '* * here we have an instance of the combined 
effect of Antithesis and Metaphor in producing in- 

•Hobbes 
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creased Energy, both directly, and at the same tuce, 
(by the Conciseness resulting from them,) indirectly ; 
and accordingly in such pointed and pithy expressions, 
we obtain the gratification which, as Aristode remarks, 
results from ^^ the act of learning quickly and easity.** 
The Antithetical expression, *^ Party is the madness of 
many for the gun of a few," affi>rds an instance of this, 
construction in a sentence which does not contain two 
distinct clauses. Frequently the same words, placed in 
difierent relations with each other, will stand in contrast 
to themselves ; as in the expression, ^* A fool with judg- 
es ; among fools, a judge ; " * and in that given by 
Qumctilian, ^^Jfon ut edam vivOj sed ut vivam edo ; " 
" I do not live to eat, but eat to live : " i^ain, *' Perse- 
cution is not wrong because it is cruel ; but it is cruel 
because it is wrong : *' and agdn, in the beautiful lines, 
from tho Arabic, by Sir W. Jones : 

On Pftrent kneesi a naked new-bom child 
Weeping thoo lat'it while all around thee naSVd ; 
So liTe, that sinking in thy last long ■leep, 
Thon then may'et smile, while all around thee weep. 

All of these are instances also of perfect Antithesis, 
without Period ; for each of these sentences might, gram- 
matically, be concluded m the middle. So abo, ^^ It is 
[indeed] a just maxim, that honesty is the best policy; 
but he who b governed by that maxim is not an honest 
man." This antithetical sentence is or is not a Period, 
according as the word ^' indeed" is inserted or omitted. 
Of the same kmd is an expression in a Speech of Mr. 
Wyndham's, ^* Some contend that I disapprove of this 
plan, because it is not my own ; it would be more cor- 

•Cowper. 
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rect to say, that it is not my own, because I disapprove 
it-"* 

The use of Antithesis has been censured by some, as 
if it were a paltry and affected decoration, unsuitable -to 
a chaste, natural, and masculine style. Pope, accord* 
ingly, himself one of the most antithetical of our writers^ 
speaks of it in the Duncieui with contempt : , 

I see a-Chief who leads my chosen sons, 
All urmed with Points, Antitheses, and Puns. 

The excess, mdeed, of this style, by betraying ardfice, 
effectually destroys Energy ; and draws off the o^mion 
attention, even of those who are pleaded with ^ hlf ab 
effeminate glitter, from the matter, to the style. '*'**•■*■• 
But, as Dr. Campbell obserres, ^' the excess itself into 
which some writers have fallen, is an evidence of its 
value — of the lustre and emphasis whJksh Antithesis is 
calculated to give to the expression. There is no risk 
of mtemperance in usmg a liquor which has neither spirit 
nor flavour." 

It is, of course, impossible to lay down precise rules 
for determining, what will amount to excess, in the use 
of this, or of any other figure : the great safeguard will 
be the formation of a pure taste, by the study of the most 
chaste writers, and unsparing self-correction. But onQ 
rule always to be observed in respect to the antithetical 
construction, is to remember that in a true Antithesis the 
oppositi(Hi is always m the ideas expressed. Some writ- 
ers abound with a kind of mock-antithesis, in which 

the same, or nearly the same sentiment which is express- 

- - — - 

* Great pointedness and force is added to the argument from om- 
Iriaries (Part i. chap. ii. § 6.) hy the antithetical form of ezpiearioii* 
8m note to Part y. chap. it. § 1. 
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ed by the first clause, is repeated in a second; or at' 
least, in which there is but little of real contrast between 
the clauses which are expressed in a contrasted form. 
This kind of style not only produces disgust instead of 
pleasure, when once the artifice is detected, which it soon 
must be, but also, instead of the brevity and vigour re- 
sultmg from true Antithesis, labours under the fault of 
prolixity and heaviness. Sentences which might have 
been expressed as simple ones, are expanded into com- 
plex, by the addition of clauses, which add little or notli- 
ing to the sense ; and which have been compared to die 
false handles and keyholes with which fumiUire is deco- 
rated, that serve no other purpose than to correspond to 
the real ones. Much of Dr. Johnson's writing is charge- 
able with this fault. 

Bacon, in his Rhetoric, furnishes, in his common- 
places, (i. e. heads of arguments, pro and conira, on a va- 
riety of subjects,) some admirable specimens of compress- 
ed and striking Antitheses ; many of which are worthy 
of being enrolled among the most approved proverbs ; 
e. g. " He who dreads new remedies, must abide old 
evils.** " Since things alter for the worse spontaneously, 
if they be not altered for the better designedly, what end 
will there be of the evil?" " The humblest of the vir- 
tues the vulgar praise, the middle ones they admire, *of 
the highest they have no perception," &c. 

It win not unfrequently happen that an Antithesis 

A0tithari« ^^^ ^ ^^^^ "^°^® happily expressed by the 
without peri- sacrifice of the Period, if the clauses are by 
this means made of a more convenient length 
and a resting-place provided at the most suitable point : 
e. g. ^< The persecutions undergone by the Apostles, 
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furnished both a trial to their faith, and a confirmation to 
owrs : — a trial to them, because if human hcniour and 
rewards had attended them, they could not, even thenv- 
selves, have been certain that these were not their 
object; and a confirmaticm to us, because they would 
not have encountered such sufferings in^the cause of im- 
posture.'* If this sentence were not broken as it b, but 
compacted into a Period, it would have more heavbess 
of effect, though it would be rather shorter : e. g. ^' The 
persecutions undergone by the Aposdes, furnished both 
a trial of their faith, since if human honours, &c. &c. 
and also a confirmation of ours, because," &c. Univer- 
sally, mdeed, a complex sentence, whether Antithetical 
or not, will often have a degree of spirit and liveliness 
from the latter clause being made to turn back^ as it 
were, upon the former, by containing, or referring to, 
some word that had there been mentioned : e. g. ^^ The 
introducers of the now-established principles of polidcal 
economy may fairly be considered to have made a great 
discovery; a discovery the more creditable, from the 
circumstance that the facts on which it was founded had 
long been well known to aD." This kind of style also 
may, as well as the Antithetical, prove offensive if car* 
ried to such an excess, as to produce an appearance of 
affectation or ttuumerism. 

§ 1^- 
Lastly, to the Speaker especially, the occasional em- 
ployment of the Interrogative form, will often 
prove serviceable with a view to Energy. It t<» 
calls the hearer's attention more forcibly to some impor- 
tant point, by a personal appeal to each individual, either 
21 
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to assent to what b uiged, or to firame a reasonable objec- 
tion ; and it often carries with it an air of triumphant de- 
6ance of .an oppcment to refute the argument if he can. 
Either the Premiss * or the Conclusioii, or both, of any 
argument, nmy be stated in tUs form ; but it is evident, 
that if ir be introduced too (irequently, it will necessarily 
(ail of the object of directing a particular attention to 
the most important points. To attempt to make every 
thing emphatic, b to make nothing emphatic. The util^ 
i^r, however, of thb figure, to the Orator at least, b 
suiEciendy established by the single connderadon, that 
it abounds m thi* Speeches of Demosthenes. 



CHAP. III. 
Of Elegance. 

§ 1. 

On the bst quality of S^le to be noticed, Elegance 
or Beau^, it b the less necessary to enlarge, both be- 
cause the most appropriate and characteristic excellence 
of the class of compositions here treated of, b, that Ener- 
gy of which I have been speaking, and also, because 
many of the rules laid down under diat head, are equal- 
ly applicable with a view to Elegance ; the same Choice, 
Number, and Arrangement of words, will, for the most 

* The interrogative form ii particularly ■nitable to the minor pre- 
iniM of a Dilemma, beeanse tBat doea not categoiieallj aaaert, bat 
leavea an opponent hla choice of leveral altematiTea. See Logic, 
Snpp. to Part iii. § 5. 
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part, conduce both to Energy and to Beauty. The two 
qualities howev^ are by no means undistin- Elegance 
guishable : a Metaphor, for instance, may be JStS**^ 
apt, and strikii^, and consequently conducive '*"*' 
to Energy of expression, even though the new image, 
introduced by it, have no mtrinsic beauty, or be even un- 
pleasant ; in which case it would be at variance with El • 
^ance, or at least would not conduce to it. Elegance 
requires that all homely and coarse words and phrases 
should be avoided, even at the expense of circumlocu- 
tion ; thoi^h they may be the most apt and forcible that 
language can supply. And elegance implies a smooth 
and easy flow of words in respect of the sound of the 
sentences ; though a more harsh and abrupt mode of ex- 
pression may often be, at least, equally energetic. 

Accordingly, many are generahy acknowledged to be 
forcible writers, to whom no one would give the credit of 
Elegance ; and many others, who are allowed to be ele- 
gant, are yet by no means reckoned among the vigorous 
and energetic. 

§2. 
When the two excellences of S^le are at variance, 
the general rule to be observed by the orator preference 
is to prdier the energedc to the d^ant. Some- ^^^ny> 
times, indeed; a phun, or even a somewhat homely ex- 
pression, may have even a mare energetic effect, from 
that very circumstance, than one of more studied re- 
finement ; smce it may convey the idea of the speaker's 
being thorough^ in earnest, and anxious to convey his 
sentiments, where he uses an expression that can have 
no other recommendation ; whereas a strikingly eleganl 



244 ELEMENTS OF RFIETORIC Pa«t UL 

expression may sometimes convey a suspicion ihat it 
was introduced jot th€ iaJu of its Elegance ; winch wilt 
greadjr diminish the force of what is said. 

Universally, a writer or speaker should endeavour to 
maintain the appearance of expressing himself, not, as 
if he toarUed to $ay 9t>mtthiHg<f but as if he had iome- 
thing to say : i. e. not as if he had a subject set him, 
and was anxious to compose the best essay or declama- 
tbn on it that he could; but as if he had some ideas to 
which he was anxious to give utterance ; — not as if he 
wanted to compose (for instaoee) a sermon^ and was 
desirous of performing that task satisfactorily, but as if 
there was something in his mind which he was desi** 
ous of communicating to his hearers** This is prob* 

It iB an admonition which probably will ^ve offence to some, 
•ad excite the ■com of othen, but which* I cannot but think may 
■ometimea prove oiefUl to a young preacher , that he ihould fsk 
hinuelfy at the beginningi and in the couraeyof hia oomppsition/* For 
lohat purpose am I ^ing to preach ? Wherein would any one be a 
loaer if 1 were to keep silence ? la it likely that any one will learn 
something he was ignorant of, or be reminded forcibly of something 
he had forgotten, or that something he was familiar with sliall be set 
before him in a new and striking point of view, or that some diffi- 
culty will haye been explained, or some confused ideas rendered 
dear ; or, in short, that I shall at all have edified any one f Let it 
not be said, tiiat I preached becanae there was to is a Sermon, and 
concluded when I had S4id «i>oQgb to-^QQCnpy the requisite ftma ; 
careful only to avoid l^ly thin^ that could excite cenauie, and con* 
tent to leave the bearers just as I found them. Ijei me be not sat- 
isfied with the thousandth iteration of conmion-places, on the ground 
thai it is all very tnis, and that it is the fault of the congregation if 
they do not beUeve mtd practise it ; fbi all this i^ equaHy tbeicaae, 
whether I preach or not ; ^a4. if all I say is what they not only knew 
before, but had hear4 in the same trite and general statements an 
hundred times before, I might as well hold my peace. I ought not 
to be considering merely wliother these argumento — motives — do«^ 
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ably what Bp. Butler raeans when he speaks of a man's 
writmg ^^ with simplicity and in earnest." jHi« manner 
has this advantage, though it is not only inelegant, but 
often obscure: Dr. Paley's is equally earnest, and very 
perspicuous; and though often homely, is more impress 
sive than that of many of our most polished writers. 
It is easy to discern the prevalence of these two differ- 
ent manners m different authors, respectively, and to 
perceive the very different effects produced by tUem; 
it is not so easy for one who is not really writing ^' with 
simplicity and in earnest," to assume the appearance of 
it.* But certainly nothing is more adverse to this ap 
pearance than over-refinement. Any expression indeed 
that is vulgar, in bad taste, and unsuitable to the dig- 
nity of the subject, or of the occasion, is to be avoided ; 
since, though it might have, with some hearers, an En- 
ergetic effect, this would be more than counterbalanced 
by the disgust produced in others ; and where a Btnall 
accession of Energy is to be gained at the expense of a 
great sacrifice of Elegance, the latter will demand a 
preference. But sdll, the general rule is not to be lost 
sight of by him who is in earnest aiming at. the true 
ultimate end of the prator, to which all others arQ to 
be made subservient; viz. not the amusement of his 

trinei, &c. are thansdves likelj to produce an effect; but whether 
my urging them will be likelj iolnake any difference as to the 
effect. Am I then about to preach merely because I want to lay 
something, or because I haye something to say ?' 

It is true, a man cannot expect constant success in his endearours ; 
but he is not very likely to succeed in any thing that is not eyen the 
object of Ms endeayours. See note Part iii. chap. i. § 5. 

* This may be 6ne reason why an Author's notes are often more 
spirited and more interesting than the rest of his work. 
21* 
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hearers^ nor their admiration of Umself, but their Cqo* 
viction or Persuasion. It is from thb view of the suh- 
ject that I have dwelt most on that quality of stjlei 
which seems most especially ad^ted to that object. 
Perspicuity is required in aU compositions ; and may 
even be considered as the uUinuUe end of a ScieiUiffi 
writer, considered as such; he may indeed {vactically 
increase his utility by writing so as to excite curiosity, 
and recommend his subject to general aitteaAaa; but in 
doing s6, be is, m some d^iree, superiiddii^ the office 
of the Orator to his own ; as a Philosopher, he may 
asiume the existence in his reader of a desire for know- 
ledge, and has only to convey that knowledge, in language 
that may be clearly understood. Of the style of tlie 
Orator, (in the wide sense in which I have been using 
this appellation, as including all who are aiming at Con- 
viction,) the appropriate object is to imprese the mean- 
ing strongly upon men's mmds. Of the Poet, as sucfa,^ 
the ultimate end b to gwe pleasure ; and accordingly 
Elegance or Beauty (in the most extensive sense of 
those terms) will be the appropriate quidities of his lan- 
guage. 

§ 3. ^ 

Some indeed have contended, that to give pleasure 
BMtatyof ^^ °^^ ^® ultimate end of Poetry; f not dis- 
tm^ntB tii^shmg between the object which the Poet 
PoeuSi'*^ nwiy have in view, as a many and that which 
DicuoB. j^ ^^ object of Poetry, as Poetry. Many, 

* See Dr. Cqileston'f Lecturei on Poetiy. 
f Supported in some degree bj the authority of Horaoe 
Aui fTodasst vehmt. atU d^Uetare Foitct, 
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no doubt, may have proposed to themselves the far 
more important object of producing moral improvement 
in their hearers through the medium of Poetry ; and so 
have others, the inculcation of their own political or 
philosophical tenets, or, (as is supposed in the case of 
the GeorgicSj) the encouragement of Agriculture : but 
if the views of the individual are to be taken into ac- 
count, it should be considered that the personal fame or 
emolument of the author is very frequently his ultimate 
object. The true test is easily applied : that which to 
competent judges affords the appropriate phccsure of 
Poetry, is good poetry, whether it answer any other 
purpose or not ; that which does not afford tins pleas^ 
ure, however insmictive it may be, is not good Poetry, 
though it may be a valuable work. 

It may be doubted, however, how far these remarks 
apply to the question respecting Beauty of p^^ ^^^ 
siyh ; smce the chief gratification afibrded by JSJ^'J^the 
Poetry arises, it may be said, from the beauty "***^«***- 
of the thoughts. And undoubtedly if these be mean 
and common-place, the Poetry will be worth little ; but 
still, it is not any quality of the thoughts that constitutes 
Poetry. Notwitbstandii^ all that has been advanced 
by some French critics,* to prove that a work, not in 
metre, may be a Poem, (which doctrine was partly de- 
rived from a misinterpretation of a passage in Aristotle's 
Potties,) f universal opinion has always given a con- 
trary decision. Any composition in verse, (and none 

* See Preface to TiUmaque. 

t ViXoX X&fOi> has been erroneously interpreted language viUhoyi 
metrey in a passage where it certainly means metre wUhput music; 
or, ai he calls it in another passage of the sane work, ^jtihiisxi^. 
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tbat b not,) is always caDed, wbether good or bad, 
a Poem, by all who have no favourite hypodiesis to 
noaintain. It is indeed a common figure of speech to 
say, m speaking of any work that is deficient in the 
qualities which Poetry ought to exhibit, that it is not a 
Poem ; just as we say of one who wants the character- 
istic excellences of the species, or the sex, that he is 
npt a man ; * and thus some have been led to confound 
together the appropriate excellence of the thii^ in ques- 
tion, with its eseenee ; but the use of such an expression 
as, an ^^indifferent" or "a dull Poeniy** shews plainly 
that the title of Poetry does not necessarily imply the 
requisite Beauties of Poetry. 

Poetry is not distinguished from Prose by superior 
DfitiMscioa Beauty of thought or of expression, but is a 
ui^me. distinct kmd of composition ; f and they pro- 
duce, wheil each is excellent in its kmd, distinct kinds 
of pleasure. Try the experiment, of merely breaking 
up the metrical structure of a fine Poem, and you will 
find it inflated and bombastic Prose :{ remove this de- 



* I daie do all that may become a i 
Who dares do more, ia none. — Macbeth. 

f It is hardly necessary to remark, that I am not defending; or 
seeking to intiodace any unusual or new sense of the word Poetry ; 
but, on the contraiy, explaining and yindioatinj^ Uiat which is the 
most eostomary among all men who have no particular theory to 
support. The mass of mankind often need, indeed, to have the 
meaning of a word (i. e. their oum meaning) explained 9nd deedoped; 
but not to have h determined toto it shaB mean, since thai is de- 
termined by their use ; the true sense of each word being, that lo&icft 
w understood hfU. 

t Hence the impropriety of te practice, by no means uncommon, 
of h m mimg • language fiom its poetry. It is like learning Botany m 
a pawer^gmdon ; which is filled with what are, to the Botanist's eye, 
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feet by altering the wards and the armngement; and it 
will be beiier Prose than before; then^ anatnge this 
again into metre, without any other change^ and it will 
be tome and dull Poetry ; but still it will be Poetiy, as is 
indicated by the very censure it wiQ incur ; for if it were 
not, there would be no fault to be found with it ; since, 
while it remained Prose, it was (as we have supposed) 
unexceptionable. The circumstance that the same 
Style which was even required in one kind of compo- 
sition, proved offensive in the other,- shews that a dif* 
ferent kind of language is suitable for a composition in 
metre. 

Another indication of the essential difference between 
the two kinds of composition, and of the supe- p^^ ^^ 
rior importance of the expression in Poetry, Jj""*"** 
is, that a good translation of a Poem, (though, 
perhaps, strictly speaking, what is so called is rather an 
imitation^) * is read by one well-acquainted with the 
original, with equal or even superior pleasure to that 
which it affords to one ignorant of that original ; where- 
as the best translation of a Prose-work, (at least of one 
not principally valued for beauty of style,) will seldom 
be read by one familiar with the original. And for th^ 
same reason, a fine passage of Poetry will be reperused, 
with imabated pleasure, for the twentieth time, even by 
one who knows it by heart.f 

^tOt/W ifipfuferff;— eveiy vojaetj" Qf corious and ornamental devi- 
ation from the simple forms. 

* And accordingly it should be ohoeryedy that, as all admit, nont 
hut a poet can be qualified to tranalato a poem. 

t Hf^noe it is that the ira.nt of emufiUU Perspieuity (such i. 9. a« 
pats the reader itutandy in possession of the whole sense) 14 a ^ 
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Accoi^Bng to tbe views here taken, good Poetry in%ht 
be defined, ^^ Elegant and dteorated language j in metre, 
expressing such wad such tboughts : *' and good Prose 
composition, '^ such and such thoughts expressed in good 
language : " that which is primary in each, being subcH*- 
dinate m the other. 

§ 4. 

What has been said may be illustrated as fully, not as 
it might be, but as is suitable to the present 
Udl^*^ occasion, by the following passages from Dr. 
SidlTfl*^ A. Smith's admirable fragment of an Essay on 
SSTsinliif. '*« hnitative Arts: "Were I to attempt to 
discriminate between Dancing and any other 
kind of movement, I should observe, that though in per- 
forming any ordinary action, — in walking, for examj|[de, 
across the room, a person may manifest both grace and 
agility, yet if he betrays the least intention of shewing 
either, he is sure of offending more or less, and we nev- 
er faS to accuse him of some degree of vanity and affec- 
tation. In the performance of any such ordinary action, 
every one wishes to appear to be solely occupied about 
the proper purpose of the action ; if he means to shew 
either grace or agility, he is careful to conceal that mean- 
ing ; and in proportion as he betrays it, which he almost 
always does, he offends. In Dancing, on the contrary, 
every one professes and avows, as it were, the intention 
of displaying some degree either of grace or of agility, or 
of both. The display of one or other, or both of these 

ten fault in Poetry than in Plrose. For Poetiyy if it be worth read- 
ing at all, 10 worth reading orer and over ; which it traU be, if it be 
■nffieiently intelligiblei on a fint pemaal, to excite rivid and pleasing 
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qualities, is, in reality, the proper purpose of the action ; 
and there can never be any disagreeable vanity or affec- 
tation in following out the proper purpose of any action. 
When we say of any particular person, that he gives' 
himself many affected airs and graces m Daiacing, we 
mean either that he exhibits airs and graces unsuitable to 
the nature of the Dance, or that he exaggerates those 
which are suitable. Every Dance is, in reality, a succes- 
sion of airs and graces of some kind or other, which, if I 
may say so, profess diemselves to be such. The steps, 
gestures, and motions which, as it were, avow the inten- 
tion of exhibiting a succession of such airs and graces, 
are the steps, gestures, and motions which are peculiar 
to Dancbg. * • * • * The distmcuon between the 
sounds or tones of Singing, and those of Speaking, seems 
to be of the same kind with that between the step, &c. 
of Dancing, and those of any other ordinary action. 
Though in Spealdng a person may shew a very agreea- 
ble tone of voice, yet if be seems to intend to shew it, — 
if he appears to listen to the sound of his own voice, and 
as it were to time it into a pleasing modulation, he never 
fails to offend, as guilty of a most disagreeable affecta- 
tion. In Speakmg, as in every other ordinary action, we 
expect and require that the speaker should attend only 
to the proper purpose of the action, — the clear and dis- 
tinct expression of what he has to say. In Smging, on 
the contrary, every one professes the intration to please 
by the tone and cadence of his voice ; and he not only 
appears to be guilty of no disagreeable affectation in 
doing so, but w6 expect and require that he should do 
so. To fdease by the Choice and Arrangement of agree- 
able sounds, is the proper purpose of aH music, vocal, as 
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weU as instniraeotal ; and we always expect that eveiy 
cue should attend to the proper purpose of whatever ac* 
tkm he is perfonmng. A person m^ appear to sii^ 
as wdi as to dance^ affectecDy; he mqr endeavour to 
please bj sounds and tones which are unsuitaUe to the 
nature of the song, or he may dweU too much on those 
which are suitaUe to it. The disagreeable affectation 
appears to consist alwqrs, not in altempdng to please by 
a proper, but by some improper modulation of the yoice. *' 
It is only necessarjr to add, (what seems evidently to 
have be»i in the author's mind, though the Dissertation 
is left unfinished,) that Poetiy has the same rdation to 
Prose, as Dancing to Walking, and Singii^ to Speaking ; 
and that whet has been said of t&«m, will apply exactly, 
mutatis mvtandisy to the other. It is needless to state 
this at length ; as any one, by going over the passages 
just cited, merely substituting for " Singing," " Poetry," 
—for "Speaking," « Prose,"— for "Voice," "Lan- 
guage," &c. will at once perceive the coincidaice.* 

What has been said will not be thought an uiinecessa 
ry digression, by any one who considers (not to mention 
the direct application of Dr. Smith's remarks, to Elocu- 
tion) die important principle thus estiMished in respect 
of the decorations of style : vis. that diough it is possible 
for a poetical style to be affectedly and offensively orna- 
mented, yet the same degree and kind of decoration 
which is not only allowed, but required, in Verse, would 

in Prose be disgusting ; and that the appearance of «e- 

' ' ■ ■ I I ^ I .III ^ ■ .. . " i 

* This probably was in Aristotle's mind when he reckoned Poetrj 
among the imitaHve arts ; v\%. that it is imitative of Prose-c<Mnposl- 
tion, in the same maimer is %iginf , of onGnaiy Speakinip ; ead 
I>u«iiif , of Mdwaiy Aetien 



Ch4p. III. § 4. OF ELEGANCE. 253 

tention to the Beauty of the expression, and to the Ar* 
rangement of tiie words, which in verse is essential, is to 
be carefiilly avoided in Prose. 

And since, as Dr. Smith observes, ^^ such a design, 
when it exists, is altnost alwaf s betrayed ; " E,epu»ce of* 
the safest rule is, never, during the act of com- ^**to"b ?"** 
position, to study Elegance, or thirfi about it furing\hl 
at all. Let an author study the best models — £1.^^"** 
mark their beauties of style, and dwell upon 
them, that he may insensibly catch the habit of express- 
ing himself with Elegance ; and when he has completed 
any composition, he may revise it, and cautiously alter 
any passage that is awkward and harsh, as well as thosei 
that are feeble and obscure : biit let him never, while 
toritingj think of any beauties of style ; but content 
himself with such as may occur spontaneously. He 
should carefully study Perspieuity as he goes along ; he 
jtii^y also, though more cautiously, aim in like manner, at 
Energy ; but if he is endeavouring after Elegance, he 
will hardly fail to betray that endeavour ; and m proper- 
tion as he does this, he will be so far from givmg pleas- 
ure, to good judges, that be will offend more than by the 
rudest simplicity. 

22 



PART IV 

or ELOCUTION. 

CHAP.' I. 

General CoiuidenOumt relative to Elocution. 

§1- 

On the importance of this branch, it is harcQy neces- 
sary to offer any remark. Few need to be told that the 
effect of the most perfect composition may be entirely 
destroyed, even by a Delivery which does not render it 
unintelligible ; — that one, which is inferior both m mat- 
ter and style, may produce, if better spoken, a more 
powerful effect than another which surpasses it in both 
those points ; and that even such an Elocution as does 
not spoil the effect of what is said, may yet fall far short 
of doing full justice to it. " What would you have said," 
observed ^schines, when his recital of his great rival's 
celebrated Speech on the Crown was received with a 
burst of admiration, — " what would you have said, had 
you heard him speak k? " 

The subject is far from having failed to engage atten- 
tion : of the prevailing deficiency of this, more than of 
any otlier qualification of a perfect Orator, many have 
complained ; and several have laboured to remove it * 
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but it may safely be asserted, that their ^ideavours have 
been, at the very best, entirely unsuccessful. Probably 
not a sin^e instance could be found of any one who 
has attained, by the study of any systena of instruction 
tliat has appeared, a really good Delivery; but there 
are many, probably nesffly as many as have fully tried 
the experiment, who have by this means been totally 
spoiled; — who have fallen irrecoverably mto an afect- 
ed s^le of spouting^ worsey in all respects, than their 
original mode of Delivery. Many accordingly have, not 
unreasonably, conceived a disgust for the subject altogetli- 
er; considering it hopeless that Elocution should be 
taught by any rules ; and acquiescing in the conclusion 
that it is to be regarded as entirely a gift of nature, or an 
accidental acquirement of practice. It is to counteract 
tlie prejudice which may result from these feelings, that I 
profess in the outset a dissent from the principles gener- 
al!/ adopted, and lay claim to some degree of originality 
in my own. Novelty affi>rds at least an opening for 
hope ; and the only opening, when former attempts have 
met with total failure. 

§2. 
The requisites of Elocution correspond in great 
measure with those of Style : Correct JBnun- neqaisUeB ©r 
ctotton, in opposition both to indistinct utter- ^*<**^"****"- 
ance, and to vulgar and dialectic pronunciation, may 
be considered as answering to Purity, Grammatical Pro- 
priety, and absence of Obsolete or otherwise Unintelli^ 
gible words. These quahdes of Style, and of Elocu- 
tion, being equally required in common conversation, 
do not properly fall within the Drovince of Rhetoric. 



356 £L£MENT8 OF RHETORIC. Part IV. 

The three qualities, again, which have been treated of 
under the head of Style, viz. Perspicui^, Energy, and 
Elegance, may be regarded as equally requbites of Elo* 
cution : which, in (M^dar to be perfect, must comrqr the 
meaning clearly^ forcibly^ and agreeably. 

§3. 
Before however I enter upon any separate examina* 
Readinf and ^^^ of tfacse requbitcs, it wiD be necessary to 
speakiDg. jfg^jj^ ^ few remarks on the distinction be- 
tween die two branches of Delivery, viz. Reading 
aloud, and Speaking. The object of correct Reading 
is, to convey to the hearers, through the medium of the 
ear, what is conveyed to the reader by die eye ; — to 
put them in the same situation with him who has the 
book before him ; — to exhibit to them, in short, by the 
voice, not only each word, but also all tbe stops, para- 
graphs, italic characters, notes ot interrogsticm, &c.* 

* It may be said, indeed, that even tolerable Reading aload, sapplie* 
more than it exhibited by a book to ih^ eye ; since though italics 
e. g. indicate which word is to reeeiye the emphasis, they do not point 
out the tone in which it is to be pronounced ; whicn may be essential 
to the right understanding of the sentence ; e. g. in such a sentence as 
in Grenesis i, '' Grod said, Let there be light; )uid there was light:'* 
here we can indicate indeed to the eye that the stress is to be upon 
'' was; " but it may be pronounced in different tones ; one of which 
would alter the sense, by implying that there wtu light already. 
This is true indeed ; and it is also true, that the very words them- 
selves are not always presented to the eye with the same distinctions. 
as are to be conveyed to the ear; as, e. g. << abuse," ** refute" ** project,*' 
and many ethers, are pronounced diflbrently, as noons and as verbs. 
This ambiguity however in our written aigns, as well as the other 
relative ta^emphatic words, are imperfections which will not mislead 
a moderately practised reader. My meaning in saying that such 
Rjading as I am speaking of puts the hearers in the same situation as if 



Cbap. I. 5 3. OF ELOCUTIOII. 857 

which his sight presents to him. His voice seems to 
indicate to them, <^thus and thus it is written in the 
book or manuscript before me.*' Ifnpresrive reading 
superadds to this, some degree of adaptation of the 
tones of eoice to the character of the subject, and of 
the style. What is usually- termed fine reading seems 
to convey, in addition to. these, a kind of admonition 
to the hearers respecting the feelings which the com" 
position ouglit to excite in them :/ it appears to say, ^^ this 
deserves your admiration ; • — this is subUme ; — this 
is pathetic, &c." But Speaking, i. e. fuUural speaking, 
when the Speaker is uttering his own sentiments, and 
is thinking exclusively of tAem, has something in it dis« 
tbct from all this : it conveys, by the sounds which 
reach the ear, the idea, that what is said is the effiision 
of the Speaker's own mind, which he is desirous of im- 
parting to others. A decisive proof of which is, that if 
any one overbears the voice of another, to whom he is 
an uttier stranger — suppose in the next room — with- 
out being able to catch the sense of what is said, he wiB 
hardly ever be for a moment at a loss to decide wheth- 
er he is Reading or Speaking ; and this, though the 
hearer may not be one who has ever paid any critical 
attention to the various modulations of the human voice. 
So wide is the difference of the tones en^loyed on 
these two occasions, be the subject what itmay.* 

the book were before them, is to be onderstood on the supposition of 
their being able not only to read, bat to read so as to take in the foil 
sense of what is written. 

• " At every sentei^e let them ask themselves this question ; 
How shottld I otter this, were I Speaking it as my own immediate 

sentiments ? 1 have often tried an^ experiment to shew the great 

22* 
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ThediffiBrence of eflbct produced is propoitionablf 
Attention V^^ ' ^ pcnoodl tympoihy fdt towards one 
wubs^ who q>pears to be defivering his own send- 
9^^' nmits is such, that it nsuaHy rivets die atten- 
tioUy even tnvoluntarilj, though to a dtacourse whic^ ap- 
pears hardly wordiy of it. It is not easy for an auditor 
to M asleep wfaSe he is he.aring even perhaps feeble 
reasoning, doihed in bdifferent language, delivered ^l- 
temporaneously, and m an unaffiscted style ; whereas it 
is common for men to find a dtflfeulty in keepmg thenir 
selves awake, while listening even to a good dissertation, 
of the same length, or even dorter, on a subject, not 
unmteresting to them, when read, dbougb with Proprie- 
ty, and not in a kngotd manner. And the thoughts, even 
of those not disposed to be drowsy, are apt to wander^ 
unless they use an effort firom tune to time to prevent 
it ; while, on the other hand, it is notoriously difficult 
to withdraw our attention, even firom a trifling talker, of 
w'hom we are weary, and to occnfqr the mind with re«- 
flections of its own. 

Of the two branches of Elocution which have heeA 
just mentioned, it might at first sight appear as if one 

difierence between these two modes of utt^ranoe, the natural and 
the artificial; which was, that whenlfoonda person of yivacity 
delivering lus sentiments with energy, and bf oo«irse with all Owt 
variety of tones whieh nature furnishes, I have taken oocasioa tf 
put something into his hand to read, as relative to the topic of cou* 
yersation ; and it was surprising to see what an immediate changf 
(here was in his Delivery, from the moment he he|;aa to read. A 
different pitch of voice took place of his natural one, and a, tedious 
uniformity of cadence succeeded to a spirited variety; insomuch 
that a blind man could haroly xxmceive the person who read to be 
the fame who had just been speaking." Sheridai^ 4rt tf JUadmg> 
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only, that of the Speaker, came under the province of 
Rhetoric. But it will be evident, on considerattoit^ that 
both must be, to a certsun extent, regarded as connected 
with our present subject ; not merely because many of 
the same principles are applicaUe to both, but because 
any one who delivers (as is so commonly the case) a 
written composition of liis own, may be reckoned as be- 
longing to either class : as a Reader who is the author 
of what he reads, or as a Speaker who supplies the de-' 
ficiency of his memory by writing; And again, in the 
(less comnjon) case where a Speaker is delivering with- 
out book, and from memcny alone, a written composition, 
either his own or another's, though this cannot in strict- 
ness be called Reading, yet the tone of it will be very 
likely to resemble that of Reading. In the other case, — ' 
that where the author is actually readmg his own com- 
position, he will be still more likely, notwithstmicQng its 
being Us own, to. approach, b the Delivery of it, to the 
Elocution of a Reader ; and, on £he other hand, it is 
possible for Jikn, even without actually deceivmg thq 
hearers into the belief that he is speakmg extempore, to 
approach indefinitely near to that style. 

The difficiJty however of doing tliis to one who has 
the writing actually before him, is considerable ; and it 
is of course far greater when the composition is not his 
own. ' And as^ it is evident from what has been said, 
that this (a3^ it may be called) -Extemporaneous style of 
Elocution, is mUch the more impressive, it becomes an 
interesting inquiry, how the diffietA;y m question may 
/ best be surmounted. 
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§4. 

Little, if any, atteution has been bestowed on this 
point by the writers on Elocution ; the dis- 

Aitlficlal ... . , - 

g^ie^^ tinction above pointed out between Reading 
and Speaking having seldom, or never, been 
precisely stated and dwelt on. Several however have 
written elaborately on " good Reading,'^ or on Elocu- 
tion, generally ; and it is not to be denied, that some 
ingenious and (in themselves) valuable remarks have 
been thrown out relative to such qualities in Elocution 
as might be classed under the three heads I have laid 
down, of Perspicuity, Energy, and Elegance : but 
there is one principle running through all their precepts, 
which being, according to my views, radically erroneous, 
must (if those views be correct) vitiate every system 
founded on it. The principle I mean is, that in order 
to acquire the best style of Delivery, it b requiske to 
study anal3rtically the emphases, tones, pauses, degrees 
of loudness, &c. which give die proper effect to each 
passage that is well delivered — to frame rules founded 
on the observation of these — and then, in practice, de- 
liberately and cardlilly to conform the utterance to these 
mles, so as to form a complete artificial system of 
Elocution. 

That such a plan not only directs us into a circuitous 
and difficult path, towards an object which may be reach- 
ed by a shorter and straighter, but dsb, in most instances, 
completely fails of that very object^ and even produces, 
oftener than not, effects the very reverse of what is de- 
signed, is a doctrine for which it will be neeessar][ to 
offer somft reasons ; especidly as it is undeniable that 
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the system here reprobated, as employed in the case 
of Elocution, is precisely that recommended and taught 
in this very Treatise, in respect of the conduct of wSr- 
guments. By analyzmg the best compositions, and ob- 
serving what kinds of arguments, and what modes of 
arranging them, in each case, prove most successful, 
general rules have been framed, which an audior is re- 
commended studiously to pbserve m Composition : and 
this is precisely the procedure wliich, in Elocution, I 
deprecate. The reason for making such a 
dinerence m these two cases is this : whoever in mau^t 

and in 

(as Dr. A. Smith remarks m the passage JJ*iJ®'2^^ 
lately cited) * appears to be attending to his Jjajj**^** 
own utterance, which will almost inevitably 
be the case with every one who w doing so, is sure to 
^ve oflfence, and to be censured for an affected delivery; 
because every one is expected to attend exclusively to ^ 
the proper object of the action he is engaged in ; which, 
in this case, is the expression of the thoughts — not the 
sound of the expressions. "Whoever therefore learns, 
and endeavours to apply in practice, any artificial rules 
of Elocution, so as deKberately to modulate his vbice 
conformably to the principles he has adopted, (how- 
ever just they may be in themselves,) wiD hardly ever 
fail to betray his mtention ; which always gives offence 
when perceived. Arguments, on the contrary, must be 
deliberately framed r whether any one's course of reas- 
cming be sound and judicious^ or not, it is necessary, and 
it b expected, that it should be the result cf thoi^t. 
No one, as Dr. Smith observes, is charged with affecta*- 

•See Part iti. eh. iii. § 4. p. 950. 
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f 
tion for giving his attention to the jMroper object of the 

action he is eng^ed in. As therefore the proper ob- 
ject of the Orator is to adduce convincmg Arguments, 
and topics of Persuasion, there is nothing offensive in 
his appearing deliberately to aim at this object. He 
may indeed weaken the force of what is urged by too 
great an appearance of elaborate composition, or by ex- 
citing suspicion of Rhetorical trick ; but he is so far 
from being expected to pay no attention to the sense of 
what he says, that the most powerful argument would 
lose much of its force, if it were supposed to have been 
thrown out casually, and at random. Here therefore 
the employment of a regular system (if founded on just 
principles) can produce no such ill effect as in the case 
of Elocution : since the habitual attention which that 
implies to the choice and arrangement of arguments, is 
such as must take place, at any rate; whether it be 
conducted on any setded principles or not. The only 
difference is, that he who proceeds on a correct system, 
will think and deliberate concerning the course of his 
Reasoning to better purpose than he who does not : he 
will do well and easily^ what the other does ill, and with 
more labour. Both alike must bestow their attendon 
pn the Matter of what they say, if they would produce 
finy effect ; both are not only allowed, but expected to 
do so. 

The two opposite modes of proceeding therefore 
which are recommended in respect of these two pbints, 
(the Argument and the Delivery,) are, in fact, both the 
result of the same circumstance ; viz. that the speaker 
is expected to bestow hb whole attention on the propei 
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business of his speech, which is, not the Elocution, but 
the Matter.* 

§ 5. 
When however I protest against all artificial sys- 
tems of Elocution, and all direct attention to 
Delivery, at the rime, it must not be sup- ^^^r 
posed that a general inattention to that point ^**"***** 
is recommended; or that the most perfect Elocution is 
to be JBttained by never thinking at all on the subject ; 
though it may safely be a/Grmed that even this negative 
plan would succeed far better than a studied modulation. 
But it is evident that if any one wishes to assume the 
Speaker as far as possible, i. e. to deliver a written com- 
position with some degree of the manner and effect of 
one that is extemporaneous, he will have a considera- 
ble difficulty to surmount: since though this may be 
called, in a certain sense, the Natural Manner, it is 
far from being what he will naturally, i. e. spontaneous^ 
Zy, fall into. It is by no means natural for any one to 
read as if he were not reading, but speaking. And 
again, even when any one is reading what he does not 
wish to deliver as his own composition, as, for instance, 
a portion of the Scriptures, or the Liturgy, it is evident 
that this may be done better or worse, m infinite de- 
grees; and that though (according to the views here 
taken) a studied attention to the sounds uttered, at the 

* Style occupies in some respects an intermediate place between 
these two ; in what degree each quality of it should or should not 
be made an object of attention at tke Hme qf composing, and how far 
the appearance of such attention is tolerated, has been already treat- 
Mi of in the preceding Ptet 
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dme of uttering tbem, leads to an afibcted and offensire 
delivery, yet, on the other hand, an utterly careless 
reader cannot be a good one. 



CHAP. II. 
JlrHficial and JVo/nfoI JUI$Aods eomparti. 

§ 1. 
With a view to Perspicuity then, the first requisita 
m all Delivery, viz. that quality which makes 
the meaning fully understood by the hearers, 
the great point is that the Reader (to confine our at- 
tention for the present to that branch) should appear to 
understand what he reads. If the composition be, in 
itself, intelligible to the persons addressed, he will make 
them fuDy understand it, by so delivering it. But to 
this end, it is not enough that he should himself ac^u-> 
ally understand it; it is possible, notwithstanding, to 
read it as if he did not. And in like manner with a 
view to the quality, which has been here called Energy, 
it is not sufficient that he should himself feel, and be 
impressed with the force of what he utters : he may, 
notwithstanding, deliver it as if he were unimpressed. 

§2. 
The rmnedy that has been commonly proposed for 
these defects, is to point out in such a work, 
for instance, as the Liturgy, whkh words ought 
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to be marked as emphatic,-*- in what places the voice 
is to be suspended, raised^ lowered, &c. One of the 
best writers on the subject, Sheridan, in his Lectures on 
the Art of Readings* (whose remarks on many points 
coincide with the principles here laid down, though he 
differs from me on the main question ^ — as to the Sys-* 
tem to be practically followed with a view to the pro- 
posed object,) adopts a peculiar set of marks for de- 
noting die different pauses, emphases, &c. and applies 
these, with accompmiying es^ianatory observations, to 
the greater part of the Litui^^ and to an Essay sub* 
joined ;f recommending that the habit should be formed 
of regulating the voice by his marks; and that after 
wards readers should " write out such parts as they want 
to deliver properly, without any of the usual stops ; 
and, after having considered them well, mark the pauses 
and emjrfiases by the new signs which have been an- 
nexed to them, according to the best' of their judgment," 

ftc. 

To the adoption of any such artificial scheme there 

are three we^hty objections; first, that the proposed 
system must necessarily be imperfect ; secondly, that if 
it were perfisct, it would be a circuitous path to the 
c»bjeet in view ; and thirdly, that even if both those ob- 
jections were removed, the object would not be effec- 
tually obtained 

*See note p. 256. It ui to be obflcrved, however, that most of 
the objections 1 have adduoed do not apply to this or that syitem m 
partioular ; t» Shefidan's, lor instance, as distlngoisbed from Walk- 
er's ; but, to aU sach systems generally ; as may be seen from what 
is said in the present section. 

t See Appendix, [ I.] 

23 
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First, such a sjst^n must necessarily be imperfect, 
rmperfec- bccausc, though the emphatic word in each 
Mtlficuu^ sentence may easily be pointed out in writii^, 
■yitem. ^^ variety of marks, that could be invented, — 
not even musical notation, — would suffice to indicate 
the difierent tones* in which the diflferent emphatic 
words should be pronounced ; though on this depends 
frequently the whole force, and even sense of the ex* 
pression. Take, as an instance, the words of Macbeth 
in the witches' cave, when he is addressed by one oi 
the Spirits Trtilch they nuse, ^^ Macbeth! Macbeth! 
Macbeth ! " on which he exclaims, *^ Had I three ears 
I'd hear thee ;" no one would dispute that the stress 
is to be laid on the word <^ three ; " and thus much 
might be indicated to the reader's eye ; but if he had 
nothing else to trust to, he might chance to deliver the 
passage in such a manner as to be utterly absurd ; for 
it is possible to pronounce the emphatic word ^^ three,'* 
in such a tone as to indicate that ^' since he has but ttoo 
ears he cannot bear." Again, the following passage, 
(Mark iv. 21.) " Is a candle brought to be put imder a 
bushel, or under a bed," I have heard so pronounced 
as to imply that there is no other alternative : and yet 
the emphasis was laid on the right words. It would be 
nearly as hopeless a task to attempt adequately to con- 
vey, by any written marks, precise directions as to the 
ratey — the degree of rapidity or slowness, — with which 
each sentence and clause should be delivered. Longer 
and shorter pauses may indeed be easily denoted ; and 
marks may be used, similar to those in music, to indi- 
cate, generally, quick, slow, or moderate time ; but it is 

* See note, p. 256. 
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evident that tlie variations which actually take place are 
infinite — far beyond what any marks could surest; 
and that much of the force of what is said depends on 
the degree of rapidity with which it is uttered ; chiefly 
on the relative rapidity of one part in comparison of 
another : for instance, in such a sentence as the follow- 
ing, in one of the Psalms, which one may usually hear 
read at one uniform rate ; ^^ all men that see it shall say, 
this hatli Gk>d done ; for ihey shall perceive that it is his 
work; " the four words " this hath God done, " though 
monosyllables, ought to occupy very litde less time in 
utterance than all the rest of the verse together. 

2dly, But were it even possible to bring to the high- 
est perfection the proposed system of nutirks, circnitoui- 
it would still be a circuitous road to the desired TrtifieM 
end. Suppose it could be completely indicat- '^' *"** 
ed to the eye, in what tone each word and sentence should 
ho pronounced accordmg to the several occasions, the 
learner might ask, ''but why should this tone suit the 
awful, — this, the pathetic, — this, the narrative style? 
why is this mode of delivery adopted for a command, — r 
this,, for an exhortaticm, — tHs, for a supplication ? " &c. 
The only answer that could be given, is, that these tones, 
emphases, &c. are a part of the language ; — that na- 
ture, or custom, which is a second nature, suggest spon- 
taneously these different modes of giving expression to 
the different thoughts, feelings, and designs, which are 
present to the mind of any one who, without study, is 
speaking in earnest his own sentiments. Then, if this 
be the case, why not lecve nature to do her own work ? 
Impress but the inind fully with the sentiments, &c. to 
be uttered ; withdraw the attention from the sound, and 
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fix it on the sense ; and nature, or halHt, will spon- 
taneously suggest the proper Deliveiy. That this will 
be the case is not only true, but is the very supposition 
on which the artificial system proceeds ; for it professes 
to teach the mode of Delivery naiuraUy adapted to each 
occasion. It is surely, therefore, a circuitous path that 
is proposed, when the learner is directed, first to consider 
how each passage ought to be read ; i. e. what mode of 
delivering each part of it would spontaneously occur to 
him, if he w^e attending exclusively to the matter of 
it ; then to observe all the modulations, tec. of voice, 
which take place m such a Delivery : then, to note these 
down, by established marks, in writing ; and, lasdy, to 
pronounce according to these marks. This seems like 
recommending, for the purpose of raising the hand to the 
mouth, that he should first observe, when performing 
that action without thought of any thing else, what mus- 
cles are contracted, — in what degrees, — and b what 
order ; then, that he should note down these observa- 
tions ; and lasdy that he should, in conformity with these 
notes, contract each muscle in due degree, and in proper 
order ; to the end that he may be enabled, after all, to — 
lift his hand to his mouth ; which, by supposition, he had 
already done. Such instruction is like that bestowed by 
Moliere's pedantic tutor upon his Bourgeois (Tenlti- 
hommej who was taught, to his infinite surprise and de- 
light, what configurations of the mouth he employed m 
pronouncing the several letters of the alphabet, which lie 
had been accustomed to utter all his life, without know- 
i ng how.* 

* ** Qu'«<e ee qu» vans faiUa quand voub protumut Of Maifje 
its, or* — An answer which, if not tavonring of Philotophieal analjr* 
■IS, gare at least a good practical solution of the problem. 
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3. Lastly, waiving both the above objections, if a per- 
son could Ifeam thus to read and speak, as it Anp«aranc« 
were, by note^ with the same fluency and ac- sCn^St 
curacy as are attainable in the case of singing, S5Sfi3aiiJJ. 
still the desired object of a perfectly natural **"' 
as well as correct Elocution, would never be in this way 
attained. The reader's attention being fixed on his 
own voice, (v/hich in singing, and there only, is allowed 
and expected,) the inevitable (consequence would be that 
he. would betray more or less his studied and artificial De- 
livery ; and would, in the same degree, manifest an ofien- ' 
sive affectation.* 

§3. 

The practical rule then to be adopted, in conformity 
with tlie principles here maintained, is, not ^j.^^ 
6nly to pay no studied attention to the voice, S^J^^ciw^ 
but studiously to mthdraw the thoughts from *'^* 
it, and to dwell as mtently as possible on the Sense i 
trusting to nature to surest spontaneously the proper 
emphases and tones, f He who not only understands 

* It should be observed, however, that, in the reading of the Lit 
UTgy especially, so many gross faults ar^* become quite familiar to 
many, from what they are accustomed to hear, if not from their own 
practice, as to render it peculiarly difficult to unlearn, or even detect 
them ; and as an aid towards the exposure of such faults, there may 
be great advantage in studying Sheridan's observations and direc- 
tions respecting the delivery of it ; provided care be taken, in practicB^ 
to keep clear of his faulty principle, by withdrawing the attention 
from the sound of the voice, as carefully as he recommends it to bo 
directed to that point. 

1 Many persons are so far impressed with the truth of the doctrine 

here inculcated, as to acknowledge that '< it is a great fault for a 

reader to be too much occupied with thoughts respecting hifl own 

voice ;** and thus they think to steer a middle coarse between oppo 

23* 
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fuUj what he b reading, but is earnestly occupying his 
mind with the matter of it, will be likely to read as if he 
understood it, and thus, to make others understand it ;* 
and in like manner, with a view to the impressiveness of 
the Delivery, he who not only feels it, but is exclusively 
absorbed with that feeling, will be likely to read as if he 
felt it, and to communicate the impression to his hearers. 
But this cannot be the case if he is occupied with the 
thought of what their opinion will be of his reading, and, 
how his voice ought to be regulated; — if, m short, he 
is thinking of himself ^ and, of course, in the same degree, 
abstracting his attention from thnt which ought to occupy 
it exclusively. 

It is not, indeed, desirable, that in reading the Bible, 
for example, or any thing which is not intended to ap- 
pear as his own composidon, he should deliver what are, 

site extremes. But it should be remembered that this middle course 
entirely nullifies the whole advantage proposed bj the pl&n reeom- 
mended. A reader is sure to pay too^ucli attention to Iiis voice, not 
only if be pays any at all, but if he does not strenuously labour to 
withdraw his attention from it altogether. 

* Who, for instance, that was really thinking of ^ resurrection from 
the dead, would ever tell any one that our Lord " rose again from the 
dead ;" (which is so common a mode of reading the Creed,) as if He 
had done so more than once ? It is to be observed, however, that it 
is not enough for a reader to have his mind fixed on the mibjeet ; 
without regard to the ocoasionj dkc. It is possible to read a prayer 
well, with the tone and manner of a man who is not praying, i. e. 
addressing the Deity, but addressing the auditnct and reciting dk form 
of words for their instruction : and such is generally the case with 
those who are commended as " fine readers " of the titurgy. Ex- 
temporaneous prayers are generally delivered, with spirit indeed, but 
(after the few first sentences) not as prayers, but a^ exhortationg to 
the congregation 
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avowedly, another'^s sentiments, in the same style, as if 
they were such as arose in lus own mind ; but it is desu* 
able that he should deliver them as If he were reporting 
another's sentiments, which were both fully understood, 
and felt in all their force by the reporter ; and the only 
way to do this effectually, — with such modulations of 
voice, &c. as are suitable to 6ach word and passage, — 
is to fix his mind eamesdy on the meanings and leave 
nature and habit to suggest the utterance. 

§4. 
Some may, perhaps, suppose that this amounts to the 
same thing as taking no pains at all; and if, 
with thb impression, they attempt to tiy the ex- i?u!?iiatu. 
perlment of a natural delivery, their ill-success *** "*»»°«'- 
will probably lead them to censure the proposed method, 
for the failure resultmg from their own mistake. In truth, 
it is by no means a very easy task, to fix the attention on 
the meaning, in the manner and to the degree now pro- 
posed. The thoughts of one who b reading any diing 
very familiar to him, are apt to wander to other subjects, 
though perhaps such as are connected with that which is 
before him ; if, again, it be something new to him, he is 
apt (not indeed to wander to another subject, but) to get 
tlie start, as it were, of his readers, and to be thinking, 
while uttering each sentei)ce, not, of that, but of the sen- 
tence which comes next. And in both cases, if he is 
careful to avoid diose faults, and is desirous of reading 
well, it is a matter of no small difficulty, and calls fcr a 
constant efibrt, to prevent the mind from wandering in 
another direcUon ; viz. into thouglits respecting his own 
voice, — respecting the effect produced by eftch sound,— 
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the applt>bation he hopes for from the hearers, &c< 
And this is the prer^jiing fault of those who are com- 
monly said to take great pains m their reading ; pains 
which will always be taken in vain, with a view to the 
true object to be aimed at, as k>ng as the effort is thus 
applied in a wrong direction. With a yiew, indeed, to a 
very different object, the approbation bestowed on the 
reading, this artificial delivery will often be more suc- 
cessful than the natural. Pompous spouting, and many 
other descriptions of unnatural tone and measured ca- 
dence, are frequently admired by many as excellent 
reading ; which admiration is itself a proof that it is not 
deserved ; for when the Ddivery it really good, the 
hearers (except any one who may deliberately set him- 
self to observe and criticise) never think about it, but are 
exclusively occupied with the sense it conveys, and the 
feelings it excites. 

Sdll more to increase the difficulty of the method here 
Advantftfet rccommeuded, (for it is no less wise than lion- 
^Ta?eVby est to take a fair view of difficulties,) tliis cir- 
!lrihV'i[!att!^ cumstance b to be noticed, that he who is 
ni manner, endeavouring ^ ^ring it iuto practice, is in a 

great degree precluded from the advanti^e of imitation. 
A person who hears and approves a good reader in the 
MUural fiuinner, may, indeed, so far imitate him with 
advantage, as to adopt his plan, of fixing bis attention 
on the matter, and not thinking about his voice ; but this 
very plan, evidently, by its nature, precludes any further 
imitation ; for if, while reading, he is thinking of copying 
the manner of his model, he will, for that very reason, 
be unlike that model ; the main principle of the pro- 
posed method being, carefully to exclude every such 
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thought. Whereas, any artificial system may as easily 
be learned by imitation as the notes of a song. 

Practice also (i. e. private practice for the sake of 
learning) is much more difficult in the propos- Advantatw 
ed method; because the rule being to use JJJSlSl^by 
such a delivery as is suited, not only to the mat- S tfTJ^Sa'tu" 
ter of what is said, but also, of course, to the "*"*»"«'• 
place, and occarion, and this, not by any studied modula- 
tions, but accoi^din^ to the spontaneous suggestions of the 
matter, place, and occasion, to one whose mind is fully 
and exclusively occupied with these, it follows, that he 
who would practise this method in private, must, by a 
strong effort of a vivid imagination, figure to himself a 
place and an occasion which are not present ; otherwise, 
he will either be thinking of his delivery, (which is fatal 
to his proposed object,) or else will use a delivery suited 
to the situation in which he actually is, and not, to that 
for which he would prepare himself. Any system, on 
the con^ary, of studied emphasis and regulation of the 
voice, may be learned in private practice, as easily as 
ringing. 



CHAP. in. 



ConsideraUons arising from the differences between 
Reading and Speaking. 

§1. 

Some additional objections to the method I have re- 
commended, and some further remarks on the counterbal 
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ancing advantages of It, will be mtroduced presently, 
when I shall have first offered some observations on 
Speakings and on that, branch of Readmg which the 
most nearly approaches to it. 

When any one delivers a written composition, of which 
he is, or is supposed to profess himself, the author, he has 
peculiar difficulties to encounter, * if his object be to ap- 
proach as nearly as possible to the extemporaneous style. 

*It mast be admitted, however, that (to the membera of our 
Church) the difficulty of reading the Liturgy with tpirit, aad even 
with propriety, is aomething peculiar, on account of (what has been 
already remarked) the inveterate and long-established faults to which, 
almost every one*s ears are become familiar; so that such a delivery 
as would shock any one of even moderate taste, in any other compo- 
sition, he will, in this, be likely to tolerate, and to practise. Soo%e, 
e. g. in the Liturgy, read, ** have mercy upon us, miserable sinners /* 
and others, '* have mercy upon us, miserable sinners ; " both laying 
the stress on a wrong word, and making the pause in the wrong place, 
so as to disconnect " us " and " miserable sinners," which the con- 
text requires us to combine. Every one, in ezprcsnng his own natu- 
ral sentiments, would sayx" have merq^, upon us-miserable-sinners.'* 

Many are apt even to commit so gross an error, as to lay the chief 
•tress on the words which denote the vt4fst important things ; without 
any consideration of the emphatic word of each sentence : e. g. in 
the Absolution many read, '' let us beseech Him to grant us frus rs- 
penianee;" because forsooth ''true repentance" is an important 
thing ; not considering that, as it has been just mentioned, it is not 
the nets vUa, and that to which the attention should be directed by 
the emphasis; the sense b^ng, that since God pardoneth all that 
havevtrue repentance, therefore, we should " beseech Him to granl 
it to t».*' 

In addition to the otlier difficulties of reading the Liturgy well, it 
should be mentioned, that prayer, thanksgiving, and the like, even 
when avowedly pot of our own composition, should be delivered as 
(what in truth they ought to he) the genuine sentiments of our own 
minds at the moment of utterance ; which is not the case with the 
Scriptures, or with any thing else that is read, not professing to be . 
the speaker's own composition. 
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it is indeed impossible to produce the full elBTect of that 
style, while the audience are aware that the words he 
utters are before him : but he may approach indefinitely 
near to such an effect ; and in proportion as he succeeds 
in this object, the impression produced will be the great- 
er. It has been abeady remarked, how easy comimraiiw 
it is for the hearers to keep up their atten- J? ^S^ 
tion, — indeed, how difficult for them to with- JSi^aT* 
draw it, — when they are addressed by one who **'^*"***"' 
is really speaking to them in a natural and earnest man- 
ner ; though perhaps the discourse ra^^y be incumbered 
with a good deal of the repetition, awkwardness of ex 
pression and other faults incident to extemporaneous 
language ; and though it be prolonged for an hour or 
two, and yet contain no more matter than a good writer 
could have clearly expressed in a discouse of half p.n 
hour ; which last, if read to them, would not, without 
some efibrt on their part, have so fully detained their at- 
tention. The advantage m point of style, arrangement, 
&c. of written, over extemporaneous discourses, (such 
at least as any but the most accomplished orators can pro- 
duce,) is sufficiently evident : *^ and it is evident also that 

' * Practice in pablie speaking, generally, — practice in speaking on 
the particular sufajeoi in hand, — and (on each occasion) premedlt»> 
tion of the matter and arrangement, are all circumstances of great 
consequence to a speaker. NoUiing but a miracuUnts gift can super- 
sede these adrantages. The Apostles accordingly were forbidden to 
MM any premedUoHoUf being assured that " it should be given them, 
in that same hour, what they should say : " and when they found, in« 
effect, tiiis promise fulfilled to them, they had experience, within 
themselves, of a sensible miracle. This circumstance may furnish a 
person of sincerity with a useful test for distinguishing (in his own 
case) the emotions of a fervid imagination, ftom actual inspiration. 
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Other advantages, such as have been just alluded to, be- 
long to the latter. Which is to be preferred on each 
occasion, and by each orator, it does not belong to the 
present discussion to enquire ; but it is evidently of the 
highest importance, to conUnne as far as possible, in each 
case, the advantages of both. . . 

A perfect familiarity ^th the rules kid down m the 
first part of this Treatise, would be likely, it is hoped, to 
give the extemporaneous orator that habit of quickly 
methodizing his thoi^ts on a given subject, Diiiich is 
essential (at least where no very long premeditation is 
allowed) to give to a speech something of the weight of 
argument, and clearness of arrangement, which character- 
ize good Writbg.^ In order to attain the corresponding 
•advantage, — to impart to the delivery of a written dis- 
course, something of the vivacity and interesting effect of 
real, earnest ipeakingj the plan to be pursued, conform- 
ably with the principles I have been maintaining, is, for 
the reader to draw oS his mind as much as possible from 
the thought that he is reading, as well as from all thought 

It is evident that an inspired preacher can have nothing to gain from 
practice^ or stndy of any kind : he therefore who finds hinwelf im- 
prove by practice, either in Argument, Style, or Delivery, — or who 
^biervefli that he speaks more floently and better on subjects on 
which he has been a€eu8tomfid to speak, -<- or better, with premeacto* 
tisfi, than on a sudden, may indeed deceive his hearers by a pretence 
to inspiration, but can hardly deceive Mms^f^ 

* Accordingly, it may be remarked, that, (contrary to what might 
at first sight be supposed,) though the preceding parts, as well as the 
present, are intended for general appUoatioo, yet it is to the taiempo- 
rary speaker that the rules laid down in the former part (supposing 
them correct) will be the most peculiarly useful ; wMlc the sugges* 
lions o&xed in this last, respecting Elocution^ are more especially de- 
signed for the use of the rsatUr. 
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respecting Ins own utterance: — to fix his mind as 
earnestly as possible on the mMer, and to strive to adop: 
as his owfi) and as his awn at the tiioment of utterance, 
every sentiment he delivers; — and to say it to the 
audience, in the manner wMch the occasion and subject 
spontaneously suggest to him who has abstracted his 
mind both from all consideration of himself^ and from the 
consideration that he is reading. 

§ 2- 
The advantage of this Natural Manner, (i. .e. the 
manner which one naturally falls into who Moatmcii 
is really speaking, in earnest, and with a mind STommoi 
exclusively intent on what he has to say,) may ^***^*^""* 
be estimated from this consideration ; that there are few 
who do not speak so as to give efiect to what they are 
saying. Some, indeed, do this much better than 
others : — some have, in ordinary conversation, an mdis- 
tinct or incorrect pronunciation, — an embarrassed anfl 
hesitating utterance, or a bad choice of words : but bard* 
ly any one fails to deliver (when speaking earnestly) 
what he does say, so as to convey the sense and the 
force of it, much more completely than even a good 
reader would, if those same words were written down 
and read.* The latter might j indeed, be more approve 

* * There is, indeed, a wide diflerenoe between difiere|kt men, in le- 
«peot of the degrees of impressiTeness with which, in earnest convert 
■ation, they deliver their sentiments ; but it may safely be laid down 
that he who delivers a written, composition with the same degree of 
spirit and energy with which he woqid naturally speak on the same 
sabjeet, has attained, not indeed, necessarily, ttbsoiute perfection, but 
the utmost exceUenee attainable by Atm. Any attempt to outdo his 
own Natural manner, will inevitably lead to something worse than 
failure. ^ 

24 
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ed ; but tliat is not the present question ; which is, coo-' 
ceming the impres9ion made on the hearers' minds* It 
IS not the poUsh of the blade, that is to be considered, or 
the grace with which it is brandished, but the keenness of 
the edge, and the weight of the stroke. 

On the contraiy, it can hardly be denied that the elo- 
cution of most readers, when delivering their own compo- 
sitions, is such as to convey the notion, at the very best, 
not that the preacher is expressing his own real senti- 
ments, but that be is making known to his audience what 
is written in the book before him : and, whether the 
composition is professedly the reader's own, or not, the 
usual mode of delivery, though grave and decent, is so 
remote from the energetic style of real Natural Speech, 
as to furnish, if one may so speak, a kind of running com^ 
ment on all that is uttere-l, which says, '^ I do not mean, 
think, or feel, all this ; I only mean to recite it with pro- 
priety and decorum : " and what is usually called fine 
Reading, only superadds to this, (as has been above re- 
marked,) a kind of admonition to the hearers, that tfuy 
ought to believe, to feel, and to admire, what is read. 

§3. 
It is easy to andcipate an objection which many wiO 
Natural ^6® against, what they wiD call, l colloquial 
*^Zn^ style of delivery; viz. that it is indecorous, and 
She ftSuihtf.'' unsuitable to the solemnity of a seiious, and es- 
pecially, of a religious discourse. The objec- 
tion is founded on a mistake. Those who urge it, derive 
all their notions of a Natural Delivery from two, irrele- 
vant, instances ; that of ordinary conversation, the usual 
objects of which, and consequently its usual tone, are 



Chap. HI. $ 3. OP ELOCUTIOW. 279 

comparatiTely light ; -— and, that of the coarse and extrav- 
agant rant of vulgar fanatical preachers. But to con- 
clude that the objections against either of these styles, 
. would apply U> the Natural Delivery of a man of sense 
and taste, speaidng earnestly, on a serious subject, and 
on a solemn occasion, or that he would naturally adopt, 
and is here advised to adopt, such a style as those object- 
ed to, is no less absurd than if any one, being recom- 
mended to walk in a natural and unstudied manner, rath- 
er than in a dancing step, (to employ Dr. A. Smith's 
illustration,) or a formal march, should infer that the 
natural gait of a clown followmg the plough, or of a cliild 
in its gambols, were proposed as models to be imitated 
in walking across a room. Should any one on being 
told that both tragic-acting and comic*acting ought to be 
a natural representation of man, interpret this to mean 
tliat Tragedy ought to be performed exactly like Come^ 
d/, he would be thought very absurd, if he were siippos^ 
ed to be speaking seriously. It is evident, that what is 
natural in one case, or for one pei^on, may be, m a 
different one, very unnatural. It wouM not be by any 
meaps natural, to an educated and sober-minded man, to 
speak like an illiterate enthusiast ; nor to discourse on 
the most important matters in the tone of familiar con- 
versation respecting the trifling occurrences of the day* 
Any one who does but notice the style in which a man 
of ability, and of good choice of words, and utterance, 
delivers his sentiments in pma/6, whenhe is, for instance, 
earnestly and seriously admonishing a friend, -^defend- 
ing the doctrines of religion, — or speaking on any other 
grave subject on which he is intent, may easily observe, 
bow different his tone is from that of light and familiar 
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conversation, — how &r frooi deficient in the decent se- 
riousness which befits the case : even a stranger to the 
language might guess that he was not engaged in mj 
friyolous topic; and when an opportunity occurs of 
obsenring how he delivers a written discourse, of his own 
composidon, on perhaps the. very same, or a similar sub- 
ject, one may generally perceive how comparatively stiff, 
lai^d, and unimpressive is the effect. 

It may be said indeed, that a sermon should not be 
Natural man- Pleached before a congregation assembled in a 
m^atedto^P^cc of worship, in the same style as one 
•!lbje!^d would employ in conversing across a table, 
occasion, ^j^ ^^j seriousucss, ou the same subject . 
this Is undoubtedly true : and it is evid^t that it has 
been implied in what has here been said ; the Natural- 
manner having been described as accommodated, not 
CMily to the subject^ but to the place, occarian^ md all 
other circumstances ; so that he who should preach ex- 
actly as if he were speaking in private, though with the 
utmost earnestness, on the same subject, would, so far, 
be departing fi'om the genuine Natural-manner. But it 
may be safely asserted, that even this would be far the 
less fault of the two. He who appears unmindful, 
indeed, o( the place and occasion, but deeply impressed 
with the subject, and utterly forgetful of himself, would 
produce a much str<Higer efiect than one, who, going 
mto the opposite extreme, is, indeed, mindful of the place 
and the occasion, but not fully occupied with the subject^ 
(though he may strive to appear so ;) being partly 
engaged in thoughts respecting his own voice. The 
latter would, indeed, be the less likely to incur censure } 
but the other would produce the deefier impressioQ. 
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The object, however, to be aimed at, (and it is not 
unattainable,) is to avoid both faults ; — to keep the mind 
impressed both with the matter spoken, and with all 
tlie circumstances also of each case, so that the voice 
may spontaneously accommodate itself to all ; carefully 
avoiding all studied modulations, and, in short, all 
thoughts of self; which, in proportion as they intrude, 
will not fail to diminish the effect. 

§ 4. 
It must be admitted, indeed, that the different kinds 
of Natural delivery of any one individual on dif- ^ fcroma, 
Terent subjects and occasions, various as they/ . JJ,cte7of ife 
are, do yet bear a much greater resemblance to "**"'**• 
each other, than any of them does to the Artificial-style 
usually employed in reading ; a proof of which is, that a 
person familiarly acquainted with the speaker, will sel- 
dom fail to recognise his voice, amidst all tlie variations 
of it, when he is speaking naturally and earnestly ; 
though it will often happen that, if he have never before 
heard him read, he will be at a loss, when he happens 
accidendy to hear without seeing him, to know who it 
is that is reading ; so widely does the artificial cadence 
and intonation differ in many instances from the natural. 
And a consequence of this is, that the Natural-manner, 
however perfect, — however exactly accommodated to 
the subject, place, and occasion, — will, even when these 
are the most solemn, in some degree remind the hearers 
of the tone of conversation. Amidst all the differences 
that will exist, this one point of resemblance, — that of the 
delivery being unforced and unstudied, — will be likely, 
in some degree, to strike them. Those who are good 
24* 
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judges win perceive at once, and the rest, after being a 
fitde accustomed to die Natural-manner, that there is not 
' necessarily any thing irreverent or indeccM'ous in it ; but 
that, on the contrary, it conveys the idea of the speak* 
er's bemg deeply impressed with that which is his proper 
business* But, for a time, many will be disposed to find 
fault with such a kind of elocution ; and, in particular, 
to complain of its indicating a want of respect for the 
audience. Tet even while this disadvantage continues 
a preacher of this kind may be assured that the doctrine 
he delivers is much more forcibly impressed, even on 
those who censure his style of delivering it, than it could 
be in the other way. 

A discourse delivered in this style has been known to 
elicit the remark, from one of the lower orders, who had 
never been accustomed to any thing of the kind, that " it 
was an excellent sermon, and it was great pity it had not 
been preached : " a censure which ought to have been 
very satisfactory to the preacher : had he employed a 
pompous spout, or modulated whine, it is probable such 
an auditor would have admired his preachings but would 
have known and thought little or nothing about the maU 
ter of what was taught. 

Which of the two objects ought to be preferred by a 
Christian Mmister, on Chrisdan principles, is a question, 
not indeed hard to decide, but foreign to the present dis- 
cussion : it is important, however, to remark, that an 
Orator is bound, as such, not merely on moral, but if 
such an expression may be u'sed, on rhetorical princi- 
ples, to be mainly, and indeed exclusively, intent on car- 
rying his point ; not, on gaining approbation, or even 
avoiding censure, except with a view to that point. He 
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shotild, as it were, adopt as a motto, the reply of The- 
mistocles to the Spartan commander, Euiybiades, who 
lifted his staff to chastise the earnestness with which his 
own opinion was controverted ; " Strike, bat hear me." 
I would not, kideed, undertake to maintain (like 
Quinctilian) that no one can be an Orator who is not a 
virtuous man ; but there certainly is a kind of moral ex- 
cell^ice implied in that renunciation of all effort after 
display, — in that forgetfulness of self, — which is abso- 
lutely necess^, both in the mamer of writuig, and in 
the delivery, to give the (uQ force to what is said* 



§5-. 
Besides the mconvenience just mentioned, — the cen- 
sure, which the proposed style of elocution will be liable 
to, from perhaps thfe majority of hearers, till they shall 
have become somewhat accustomed to it, — this circum- 
stance also ought to be mentioned, among what many, 
perhaps,, would reckon (or at least feel) as the disadvan- 
tages of it ; Aat, after all, even when no disapprobation 
is mcurred, no praise will be bestowed, (ex- „ 

' . • X 11 Natural 

cept, by observant cntics,) on a truly natural "Jjyjjy**** 
delivery : on the contrary the more perfect it 
IS, the more will it withdraw, from itself, to the arguments 
and sentiments delivered, the attrition of all but those 
who are studiously directing their view to the mode of 
utterance, with a design to criticise or to learn. The 
eredit, on the contrary, of having a very fine elocution 
is to be obtamed at the expense of a v^ moderate 
share of puns ; though at the expense also, inevitably, 
of much of the force of what is MtdV ^ 
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§6 

One bconTenience^ which will at first be experienced 
BMhfldnaM ^Y * P^^son who, after having been loi:^ ac- 
l!fio^°Dg'tbe customed to the Artificial delivery, be^s to 
Nituraimaii. ^^^^^ ^^ NatunJ, js, that he will be likely 
suddenly to feel an embarrassed, bashful, and, 
as it is frequendy called, nervoxu sensation, to which he 
had before been comparatively a stranger. He will find 
himself in a new situation, — standing before his audi- 
ence in a different character, — r stripped^ as it were, of 
the sheltering veil of a convendcmal and ardficial deliv- 
ery ; — in short, delivenng to them hb thoughts, as one 
man speaking to other men; not, as before, merely read- 
ing in public. And he will feel that he attracts a much 
greater share of their attention, not only by the novelty 
of a manner to which most congregadons are litde accus- 
tomed, but abo, (even supposing them to have been accus- 
tomed to extemporary discourses,} fix>m their perceivbg 
themselves to be personally addressed, and feelmg that 
he is not merely reciting something before them, but say- 
ing it to them. The speaker and the hearers will thus be 
brought into a new and closer relation to each other : and 
the mcreased interest thus excited in the audience, will 
cause the Speaker to feel himself in a different situa- 
tion, — m one which is a greater trial of his confidence, 
and which renders it more difficult than before to with 
draw his attention from himself. It is hardly necessary 
to observe that this very change of feelings experienced 
by die speaker, ought to convince him the more, if the 
causes of it (to which I have just alluded) be attentively 
considered, how much greater impression this manner is 
likely to producn. As he will be likely to feel much of 
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the bashfiibess which a really extemporary speaker has 
to struggle against, so he may produce much of a sim- 
ilar effect. 

After all, however, the effect will never b^ com- 
pletely the same. A composilion delivered from writ- 
ing, and one actually extemporaneous, will always 
produce feelbgs, both in the hearer and the speaker^ 
considerably different ; even on the supposition of their 
being word for word the same, and delivered so exactly 
in die same tone, that by the ear alone no difference 
rx>uld be detected : still the audience will be differently 
affected, according to their knowledge that the words 
uttered, are, or are not, written down and beford the 
speaker's eyes : and the consciousness of this will pro- 
duce a corresponding effect on the mind of the speaker. 
For were this not so, any one who^ on any subject, can 
speak (as many can) fluendy and correcdy in private 
conversation, would find no greater difSculQr in saying 
the same things before a large congregation, than in 
reading to them a written discourse. 

§ 7. 
And here it may be worth while briefly to enquire in- 
to the causes of that remarkable phenomenon. 

Enquiry re- 

as it may justly be accounted, that a person spectingthe 
who is able with facility to express hb senti- »!t in^ad- 
ments in private to a friend, in such language ^^^^^^^ 
and in such a manner, as would be perfectly 
suitable to a certain audience, yet finds^ it extremely 
difficult to address to that audience the very same words, 
in the same manner ; and is, in many instances, either 
completely struck dumb, or greatly embarrassed, when 
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he attempts it.* It cannot be from any superior def- 
erence which he tlunks it right to feel for their judgment ; 
for it will often happen that the single friend, to whom 
he b able to speak fluently, shall be one whose good 
opinion he more values, and to whose wisdom he is 
more disposed to look up, than of all the others together 
The speaker may even feel that he himself has a de- 
cided and acknowledged superiority over every one of 
the audience ; and that he should not be the least 
id)ashed m addressing any two or three of them, sep- 
arately ; yet still all of them, collectively, wiU often in- 
spire him with a kmd of dread. 

Glosdy allied in its causes with the phenomenon 
I am considering, is that other curious fact^ 

Powerful , , 

excitement that the verv same sentunents expressed m 

produced in '' . i. r 

• large au- the samc manner, will often have a far more 

dience. . ' 

powerful effect on a large audience, than they 
would have on any one or two of these very persons, 
separately. That is m a great degree true of all men, 
which was .said of the Athenians, that they were like 
sheep, of which a flock is more easily driven than a 
single one. 

Another remarkable circumstance, connected with the 
nifferant forcgoiug, is tlie diflerence in respect of the 
eSpioy?d 3tyJ® which is Suitable, respectively, in ad- 
Senumbe?* dressing a multitude, and two or three even of 
addressed. ^^ ^^^^^ persohs. A much bolder^ as well 

as less accurate, kind of language is both allowable and 
advisable, in speaking to a considerable number; as 

* Most persons are so famUiar with the fact, as hardly to have 
•▼er considered that it requires explanation : bat aitentiye consider 
•taon, shews it to be a very corioui, at well as important one. 
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Aristotle has remarked,* in speaking of the Graphic 
and Jigonistic styles, — the former, suited to the closet, 
the latter, to public speaking before a large assemblf . 
And he mgeniously compares them to the different s^les 
of pabting ; the greater the crowd, he says, the more 
distant is the view ; so that in scene-punting,^ for in- 
stance, coarser and bolder touches are required, and the 
nice finish, which would delight a close spectator, would 
be lost. He does 4iot, however, account for the {die- 
nomena m question. 

§8. , _ 

The solution of them will be found by attention to a 
very curious and complex play of sympathies 
which takes place in a large assembly ; and, nomena 
(withm certam hmits,) the more, m proportion wfljx lyiii. 
to its numbers, first, it is to be observed that 
we are disposed to sympathise with any emotion which 
we believe to exist in the mind of any one present ; and 
hehce, if we are at the same time otherwise dis- 
posed to feel that emotion, such disposition is in con- 
sequence heightened. In the next place, we not only 
ourselves fed this tendency, but we are sensible that 
others do the same ; and thus, we sympathize not only 
with the other emotions of the rest, but also, with their 
s)rmpathy towards us. Any emotion accordingly which 
we feel, is still further heightened by the knowledge 
that there are others present who not only feel the same, 
but feel it the more strongly in consequence of their 
sympathy with ourselves. Lastly, we are sensible that 

* Rhstoric, book iii. 
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tbbse around us sympathize not only with ourselves, but 
with each other abo : and as we enter mto this height- 
ened feeling of theirs likewise, the stimulus to our own 
nunds is thereby still further increased. 
' The case of the Lttdicroua afibrds the most obvious 
illustration of these principles, from the circumstance 
ihat the effects produced are so open and palpable. If 
JBhy thing of this nature occurs, a man is disposed, by 
the character of the thing itself, to laugh : but much 
more, if any one else is known to be present whom he 
thinks likely to be diverted_with it; even though that 
other should not know df the presence of the first ; but 
much more still, if he does know it ; because his com- 
panion is then aware that sympathy with his own emo- 
tion heightens that of the other : and most of all will 
the disposition to laugh be increased, if many are pres- 
ent; because each is then aware that they all sympa- 
thize with each other, as well as wilh himself. It is 
hardly necessary to mention the exact correspondence 
of the fact with the above explanation. So important, 
in this case, is the operation of the causes here noticed, 
;hat hardly any one ever laughs when he is quite alone : 
or if he does, he will find on consideration, that it i^ 
from a conception of the presence pf some companion 
whom he thinks likely to have been amused, had he 
been present, and to whom he thinks of describing, or 
repeating, what had diverted himself. Indeed, in other 
cases, as well as the one just instanced, almost every 
one is aware of the infectious nature of any emotion 
excited in a large assembly. It may be compared to 
tlie increase of sound by a number of echoes, or of light, 
by a number of miiTors ; or to the blaze of a heap of 
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firebrands, each of which would speedily have gone out 
if kindled separately, but which, when thrown togeth- 
er, help to kindle each other. 

The aj^lication of what has been said to the case be- 
fore us, is sufficiently obvious. The speaker who is 
addressing a laj^e assembly, knows that each of them 
sympathizes both with his awn anxiety to acquit himself 
well, and also with the same feeling in the minds of the 
rest. He knows also, that ^very slip he may be guilty 
of, that may tend to excite ridicule, pity, disgust, &c. 
makes the stronger impression on each of the hearers, 
fix>m their mutual sympathy, and their consciousness of 
it. This augments his anxiety. Next, he knows that 
each hearer, putting himself, mentally, in the speaker's 
place, * sympathises vntb this augmented anxiety , 
which is by this thought increased still further. And 
•f he becomes at all embarrassed, the knowledge that 
there are so many to sympathize, not only with that 
embarrassment, but also with each other's feelings on 
the perception of it, heightens the speaker's confusion 
to the utmost. 

The same causes will account for a skilful orator's 
' being able to rouse so much more easily, and more 
powerfully, the passions of a multitude : they inflame 
each other by mutual sympathy, and mutual con- 
sciousness of it. And hence it b that a bolder kind 
of language is suitable to such an audience : a pas- 
sage which, in the closet, might just at the first glance 
fend to excite awe, compassion, indignation, or any 

*Henoe it is thai shy penons axe, as is matter of common remark» 
the more dutressed by this infirmity wh«n in company with those 
who are subject to the same. 

25 
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Other such emotion, but which would, on a moment's 
cool reflection, appear extravagant, may be yery suit- 
able for the Jlgonistic style ; because before that mo- 
•roent's reflecticMi could take place in each hearer's' 
mind, he would be aware that every one around him 
sympathized ih that first emotion ; which would thus 
become so much heightened as to preclude, in a great 
degree, the ingress of any counteracting sentiment. 

If one could suppose such a case as that of a speak- 
er, (himself aware of the circumstance,) addressbg a 
multitude, each of whom believed himself to be the 
sole hearer, it is probable that little or no embarrass- 
ment would be felt, and a much more sober, calm, aqd 
finished style of language would be adopted. 

§9- 

The impossibility of bringing the delivery of a 
Sympathy Written compositiou compktely to a level with 
tom^ne-' ^^^ extemporary speaking, (though, as has 
fa'ajf*^®' been said, it may approach indefinitely near 
bi> diffl"^ to such an effect,) is explained on the same 
«tt»ty- principle. Besides tliat the audience are 

more sure that the thoughts they hear expressed, are 
the genuine emanation of the speaker's mind at the 
moment, * their attention and interest are the more ex- 
cited by their sympathy with one whom they perceive 
to be carried forward solely by his own unaided and un- 

* It ii not meant by this that an extemporary speaker neceisarily 
composes (in respect of his matter) extempore, or that he professes to 
do so : but only, that if he frames each seRtenee at the moment, he 
inust, at that moment, have the sentiment whieh is expressed in it, 
strongly present to his mind. 
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remitted efibrts, without having any book to refer to: 
they view him as a swimmer supported by his own 
constant exertions ; and in every such case, if the feat 
be well accomplished, the surmounting of the diffieulty 
aSbrds great gratification ; especially to those who are 
conscious that they could not do. the same. And one 
proof, that part of the pleasure conveyed does arise 
from this source, is, that as the spectators of an exhibi- 
tion of supposed unusual skill in swimming, would in- 
stantly withdraw most of their interest and admiration, 
if they perceived that the performer was supported by 
corks, or the like ; so would the feelings alter of the 
hearers of a supposed extemporaneous discourse, as soon 
as they should perceive, or even suspect, that the ora- 
tor had it written down before him. 

§ 10. 
The way in which the respective inconveniences of 
both kinds of discourses may best be avoided. Remedy. 
is evident from what has been already said, p^p^* 
Let both the extemporary Speaker, ^nd the Reader of 
his own compositions, study to avoid, as far as possible, 
all thoughts of selfj earnestly fixing the mind on the 
matter of what is delivered; and the one will feel the 
less of that embarrassment which arises from the thought 
of what opinion the hearers will form of him ; while the 
other will appear to be speaking, because he actually 
will be speaking, the sentiments, not indeed which at 
that time first arise iii his own mind, but, wluch are then 
really present to, and occupy, his mind. 
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CHAP. IV. 

Practical ieduetioiu from the foregoing views. 

§1. 

One of the consequences of the adoption of the mode 
Original ^^ elocution here reconmiended, is, that he. 
tto^irait- who endeavouTs to employ it wiD find a grow- 
Salurai^'*" ing reluctance to the delivery, as his own, of 
*"^*'^' any but his own compositions. Doctrines, 
indeed, and arguments he will freely borrow ; but he 
will be led to compose his own discourses, from finding 
that he cannot deliver those of another to his own sat« 
isfaction, without laboriously studying them, as an ac- 
tor does his part, so as to make them, in some measure, 
his own. And with this view, he will generally find it 
advisable to introduce many alterations in the expression, 
not with any thought of improving the style, absolutely^ 
but only with a view to his own delivery. And indeed, 
even his own previous compositions, he will be led to 
alter, almost as much, in point of expression, in order 
to accommodate them to the Natural manner of delive- 
ry.* Much that would please in die closet, — much 
of the Graphic style described by Aristotle, will be laid 
aside for the Jlgonistic ; — for a style somewhat more 
blunt and homely, — more simple and, apparently, un- 
studied in its structure, and, at the same time, more 
daringly energetic. And if again he is desirous of fitting 

* In many instances aceordinglj, the perusal of a manuseript ser- 
mon would afford, from the observation of its style, a tolerably ffood 
ground of conjecture as to the author's customary elocution. 
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bis discourses for the press, he will find it expedient to 
reverse this process, and alter the style afresh. 

A mere sermon-readery on the contrary, will avoid this 
inconvenience, and tliis labour ; he will be able to preach 
another's discourses nearly as well as his own ; and may 
send his own to the press, without the necessity of any 
great preparation : but he will purchase these advantages 
at the expense of more than lialf the force which might 
have been given to the sentiments uttered.* And he 
wiH have no right to complain that his discourses, though 
replete perhaps with good sense, leammg, and eloquence, 
are received with languid apathy, or that many are 
seduced from their attendance <m his teaching, by the 
vapid rant of an illiterate fanatic. Much of these evils 
must, indeed, be expected, after all, to remain : but he 
does not give himself a fair chance for diminishing them, 
unless he does justice to his own arguments, instructions, 
and exhortations, by speaking them, in the only efiiictu- 
al way, to the hearts of his hearers ; that is, as uttered 
naturally /rom his own. 

The principles here laid down may help to explain a 
remarkable fact which is usually attributed to other than 
the true causes. The powerful effects often produced 
by some fanadcal preachers, not superior in pious and 
sincere zeal, and inferior in learning, in good sense, and in 

taste, to men who are listened to with comparative apa- 

- % 

* I have seen some where an anecdote of some celebrated actor 
bein^ asked by a divine, " How is it that people listen with so mucli 
emotion to what you say, which they know to be all fictitioos, besides 
that it woald be no concern of theirs, even if true ; while they hear 
with comparative apathy from us, frutha, the most sublime, and the 
most important to them ? " The answer was, " Because we deliver 
fiction like truth, and you deliver truth like fiction." 
26* 
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ti^, are frequentlj considered as a proof of superior efo- 
quence ; though an eloquence tarnished by barbarism, 
and extravi^ant mannerism. But may not such effects 
result, not from any superior powers in the preacher, but 
merely from the intrinsic beauty «Eid sublimity, and die 
measureless importance of the subject 9 Why then, it 
may be replied, does not the other preacher, whose sub- 
ject is the very same, produce the same effect ? The an- 
swer is, because he is but kalf^attended to. The ordina- 
ry measured cadence of reading, is not only in itself dull, 
but is what men ure familiarly accustomed to : Religion 
itself also, is a subject so familiar j in a certain sense, (fa- 
miliar, diat is, to the ear^) as to be trite, even to those 
who know and think litde about it. Let but the attention 
be thorou^y roused, and intendy fixed on such a stu- 
pendous subject, and that subject itself will produce the 
most overpowering emotion. And not only unaffected 
earnestness of manner, but, perhaps, even sdll more, any 
uncouth oddity, and even ridiculous extiavagance, will, 
by the stimulus of novelty y have the effect of thus rous- 
ing the hearers from their ordinary lethargy. So that a 
preacher of litde or no real eloquence, will sometimes^ 
on such a subject, produce the effects of the greatest do- 
quence, by merely forcing the hearers (often, even by 
the excessively glaring faults of his style and delivery) 
to attendj to a subject which no one can really attend to 
unmoved. 

It will not of course be supposed that my mtendon is 
to recommend the adoption of extravi^ant rant. The 
good effects which it undoubtedly does sometimes pro- 
duce, incidentally, in some, is more than counterbalanced 
by the mischievous consequences to others. 
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§2. 
One important practical maxim resulting from the views 
here taken, is the decided condemnation of all practice or 
recitation of speeches hy school-boys; a prac- JSlSfslSjS? 
tice so much approved and recommended by ^^^^ 
many, with a view to preparing youths for public Speak- 
ing in after life. It is to be condemned, however, (sup- 
posing the foregobg principle correct,) not as useless 
merely, but absolutely pernicious, with a view to that ob- 
ject. The justnessy indeed, of this opinion will, doubt- 
less, be disputed ; but its consistency with the plan I 
have been recommending, is almost too obvious to be 
insisted on. In any one who should thmk a Natural 
delivery desirable, it would be an obvious absurdity to 
thmk of attaining it by practisbg that which is the 
noost completely artificial. If there is, as is evident, 
much difficulty to be surmounted, even by one who is 
defivering, on a serious occasion, his own composition, 
before he can completely succeed in abstracting his tnind 
from all thoughts of his own voice, — of the judgment of 
the audience on his performance, &c. and in fixing it on 
the Matter, Occasion, and Place, — on every circum- 
stance which ought to give the character to his elocu- 
tion, — how much must this difficulty be enhanced, when 
neither the sentiments he b to utter, nor the character he 
is to assume, are his own, or even supposed to be so, or 
anywise connected with him : — when neither the place, 
the occasion, nor the audience, which are actually pres^ 
enty have any thing to do with the substance of what is 
said It is therefore almost mevitable, that he will stu 
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diously fonn to himself an Artificial manner ; * which, 
especially if he succe*-d in it, will probably cling to him 
through life, even when he is delivering his own compo- 
sitions on real occasions. The very best that .can be 
expected, b, that he should become an accomplished 
actor J — possessing the plastic power of puttbg himself, 
in unagination, so completely into the situation of him 
whom he personates, and of adopting, for the moment, 
so perfectly, all the sentiments and views of that charac-* 
ter, as to express himself exactly as such a person would 
have done, in the supposed situation. Few are likely to 
attain such perfection ; but he who shall have succeeded 
in accomplbhing this, will have taken a most circuitous 
route to his proposed object, if that object be, not to 
qualify himself for the Stage, but to be able impressively 
to deliver in public, on real and important occasions, his 
own sentiments. He will have been carefully learning 
to assume^ what, when the real occasion occurs, need not 
be assumed, but only expressed. Nothmg surely can be 
more preposterous than labouring to acquire the art of 
pretending to be what he is not^ and, to feel, what he does 
not, in order that he may be enabled, on a real emergency, 
to pretend to be and to feel just what the occasion itself 
requires and suggests : in short, to personate himself. \ 

* Some have uaed the expression of " a conscious manner," to de- 
note that which reinlts (either in conyersation, — in the ordinary 
actions of life, — or in public speaking) firom the anzions attention 
which some persons feel to the opinion the company may form of 
them ; — a consciousness of heipg watched and scrutinized in every 
word and gesture, together with an extreme anxiety for approbation, 
and dread of censure. 

t The Barmecide, in the Arabian Mghts, who amused himself by 
setting down his guest to an imaginary feast, and trying his skill in 
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Let aD studied recitation dierefore, — every land of 
speaking which from its nature must necessarily be artifi- 
cial, — be carefully avoided, by one whose object is to 
attain the only trdy impressive, — the Natural Delivery. 

It should be observed, that the censure here pro- 
nounced oa school-recitations, and all exercises of the like 
nature, relates, exclusively, to the effect produced on the 
style of Elocution. With any other objects that may 
be proposed, the present work has, obviously, no con- 
cern. Nor can it be doubted that a familiarity with the 
purest forms of the Latin arid Greek langus^es, may be 
greatly promoted by committing to memory, and study- 
Uig, not only to understand, but to recite with propriety, 
the best orations and plays m those languages* The 
familiar knowledge too, and temporary adoption, of (lie 
characters and sentiments, for instance, of Terence's 
plays, can hardly fml to produce a powerful effect on the 
moral character. If the spectators of a play which 
strongly interests them are in any degree disposed (as 
the Poet expresses it) to " live o'er each scene, and be 
what they behold," much more may this be expected in 
the actor, who studies to give the fullest effect to his per- 
formance, by fancying himself, as far as possible, the 
person he represents. If any one, therefore, is more 
anxious for his son's proficiency in the Latinity, and in 
the morality, of Terence, than for his excellence in pub- 
lic speaking, he is right in encouraging such exercises.* 

imitating, at aa empty table, the actioui of eating and drinking, did 
not propoee this aa an advisable mode of instructing him how to per- 
form those actions in reality. 

* To those who do wish their sons to imbibe the morality of Te 
rencei I have, of eoune, nothing more to say. But if there are any. 



298 ELEMENTS OF RHETORIC. Part IV. 

But let no one seek to attain a natural/simple, and forcible 
Elocution^ by a practice which, the more he applies to it, 
will cany him still the fSsurther from the object he aims at. 
What has been said may perhaps be considered by 
some as applicable only in the case where the des^ is 
merely to qualify a man for extemporaneous tpeaking ; 
not for delivering a written discourse with the effect of 
one that is actually extemporaneous. For it may be 

ft8 I must hope there are not a few, who would deprecate such a re- 
salty and who yet patronixe the practice in question, I cannot but 
express my unfeigned wonder at their doing so. Can they doubt 
that 9ome e&st is likely to be produced on a young and unformed 
mind, forwarder in passions than in reason, by — not reading mere- 
ly — not Uaming by heart merely — but studying as an actor, and 
striving to deliver with effect, the part of an accomplished debauchee? 
And this too, such a character as Terence's poetical justice never laUs 
to crown with success and applause. The foulest obscenity, such as 
would create disgust in any delicate mind, would probably be less like- 
ly to corrupt the principles, than the more genUeman-like profligacy, 
which is not merely represented, but reconunended in Terence ; and 
which approaches but too nearly to what the youth may find exempli 
fied among the higher classes in this country. 

Will it be answered that because these same boys are taught to say 
their Catechism — are sent to Chapel — and are given to understand 
that they are not to take Pamphilus as a model, a sufficient safeguard 
is thus provided, against the efiects of an assiduous effort to gain ap- 
plause by a lively and spirited representation of such a character ? I 
can only reply, in the words of Thucydides, MASL4PIZ0NTE2 
YMJIDT TO AHEIPOKAKON, OY ZHAOYMEN TO 
A*PPOJV, 

I am aware that I run a risk of giving offence by these remarks ; 
but a sense of duty forbids their suppression If the practice is capa* 
ble of vindication, let it receive one : if not, let it be abolished. 

Let the e^>eriment be tried, of placing in the hands of the Moth- 
ers of the boys, when they come to witness the exhibition, a close 
trandatiaH of the play their sons are acting. I will be satisfied to 
abide by the decision of the right-minded and judicious among them. 



Chaf. IV. § 2 OF ELOCUTION. 299 

urged, that ha woo attempts this^ must be, to a certain 
extent, on Actor : he may indeed really think, and 
strongly feel at the moment, all that he is saying ; but 
though, thus far, no disguise is needed, he cannot, with- 
out a disdnct effort, deliver what he is, in fact, reading, 
with the air of one who is not reading, but framing each 
sentence as he delivers it : and to learn to do this, it 
may be said, practice is requisite ; not such practice in- 
deed as that of ordinary school-recitations, which has a 
directly contrary tendency ; but such as might be adopt- 
ed, on the psiinciple above laid down. And it must be 
admitted, (indeed the remark has been frequendy made 
in the foregoing pages,) that the task of him who deliv- 
ers a written discourse, is very different from that of the 
truly extemporary speaker, supposbg the object be to 
produce at all a similar effect. For, as I have formerly 
' observed, what has been here called the JSTatural De- 
livery, is that which is natural to the real Speaker 
alone ; and is by no means what will spontaneously 
suggest itself to one who has (even his own) written 
composition before him. To attain the delivery I have 
been recommending, he must make a strong and con- 
tinual effort so to ' withdraw his mind, not only from 
studied modulaUon of voice, but from the knowledge that 
he b reading, — and so to absorb himself, as it were, 
not only in the general sentiments, but in each separate 
expression, as to make it thoroughly his own at the 
moment of utterance. And I am far from supposing 
that m doing this he will not improve by practice ; indeed 
I have all along implied, that no one can expect at once 
to attain perfecdon in it. But whether any such sys- 
tem of recitation as would af&rd beneficial practice could 
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be adopted at schoob, I am more doubtful. Sup- 
posing the established mode of spouting to be totally 
exploded, and every effort used to make a boy deliver 
a Speech of Cesar, for instance, or Lear, in the natural 
manner, i. e. according to the Miuttr^s view of what is 
natural', the learner himself will be reciting in a manner. 
to Mm, wholly artificial ; not morely because he is read- 
ing, or repeating fix>m memory, what he is endeavourii^ 
to utter as if extempore ; — nor again, merely because 
the composition is another's, and the cvcumstances fic- 
titious ; but because the compontion, the situation, and 
the circumstances could not have. been his own. A 
School-boy has no natural way of his own to express 
himself on the topics on which he is made to declaim; 
because as yet those topics form no part of the fiimiture 
of his mind. And thus the object proposed, viz. to 
qualify him for delivering well, cm real occasions, his 
own, or such as his own, written compositions, will have 
been defeated ; and we shall have anticipated, and cor- 
rupted, by a studied elocution, what would have been 
his own natural mode of etpressing himself on such oc- 
casions. 

However serviceable practice may be, there is none 
I thuik that will not do more harm than good, except 
the practice of reciting, either on real occasions, or ov 
such as one can fiilLy conceive and enter into, expres 
sions either actually his own, or at least such as he would 
naturally have uttered on the occasion. Should the 
School-boy be limited to the recitation of compositions 
of his own, or of a fellow student, and that too, compo- 
sitions not written a3 a task on a given subject, (on such 
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subjects at least as are usually set for exercises,*) but 
on some real occasion interesting to a youthful mirid, (a 
narrative e. g. of some recent occurrence, or the like,) 
a system of practice might perhaps be adopted which 
would prove beneficial. 

Such exercises as these, however, would make but a 
sorry display y in comparison of the customary decla- 
mations. The " pomp and circumstance " of annual 
public recitations has much that is attractive to Masters, 
Parents, and Scholars ; and it is easily believed, by tliose 
who wish to believe it, that for a boy who is destined 
hereafter to speak in public, the practice of making pub- 
lic speeches, and of taking great pains to deliver them 
well, must be a very beneficial exercise. 

§ 3. 
The last circumstance to be noticed among the re- 
sults of the mode of delivery recommended, is, j^^^j^ 
that the speaker will find it much easier, in m<lre"2«t- 
his Natural manner, to make himself heard : ^^ **•"•* 
he will bo heard, that is, much more distinctly, — ■ at a 
greater distance, — and with far less exertion and fa- 
tigue to himself. This is the more necessary to be 
mentioned, because it is a common, if not a prevailing 
opinion, that the reverse of this is the fact. There are 
not a few who assign as a reason for their adoption of 
a certain unnatural tone and measured cadence, that it 
is necessary, in order to be heard by a large congrega- 
tion. But though such an artificial voice and utterance 
will often appear to produce a louder sounds (which is 

* See Introd. § 5. 
26 
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tbe circuLBStance that probably deceives such persons,) 
yet a natural voice and delivery, provided it be clear, 
though it be less laboured, and may evea seem low to those 
who are near at hand, will be distinctly heard at a much 
greater distance. The only decisive proof of this must 
be sought in experience ; which will not fail to convince 
of the truth of it any one who wiU fairly make the trial. 

The requisite degree of loudness will be best ob- 
tained, conformably with the principles here inculcated, 
not by thinking about the voice, but by hoking at the 
most distant of the hearers, and addressing one's self 
especially to him. The voice rises spontaneously ^ when 
we are speaking to a person who is not very near. 

It should be added, that a speaker's being well heard 
does not depend near so much on the loudness of the 
sounds, as on their distinctness ; and especially on the 
clear pronunciation of the consonants. 

That the organs of voice are much less strained and 
fatigued^ by the natural action which take» place in real 
speaking, than by any other, (besides that it is, what 
might be expected, a priori^) is evident from daily ex- 
perience. An extemporary Speaker will usually be 
much less exhausted in two hours, than an elaborate 
reciter (though less distincdy heard) will be, in one. 
Even the ordmary tone of reading aloud is so much 
more fatiguing than that of conversation, that feeble pa- 
tients are frequentiy unable to continue it for a quarter 
of an hour widiout great exhaustion ; even though they 
may feel no inconvenience from talking^ with few or no 
pauses and in no lower voice, for more than double that 
time.* 

• " We can at will enlarge or diminish the area of the chest, and 
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§4. 

He then who shall determine to aim at the Natural 
numner, though he will have to contend with 
considerable difficulties and discouragements, tion of ad- 
will not be without correisponding advantages, ^nd diaad- 
in the course he is pursuing. He will be at 
first, indeed, repressed to a greater degree than another 
by emotions of bashfulness ; but it will be more speedily 
and more completely subdued : the very system pursued, 
smce it forbids all thoughts of self, striking at the root 
of the evil. He will, indeed, on the outset, incur cen- 
sure, not only critical but moral ; — he will be blamed 
ibr using a colloquial delivery; and the censure will 
very likely be, as far as relates to his earliest efforts, 
not wholly undeserved ; for his manner vnll probably at 
' first too much resemble that of conversation, though of 
serious and earnest conversation : but by perseverance 
he may be sure of avoiding deserved, and of mitigating, 
and ultimately overcoming, undeserved, censure. 

He will, indeed, never be praised for a ^' very fine 
delivery; *' but his matter will not lose tlie approbation 
it may deserve ; as he will be the more sure of being 
heard and attended to. He will not, indeed, meet with 
many who can be regarded as models of the Natural man- 
ner ; and those he does meet with, he will be precluded, 
by the natm*^ of the system, from minutely imitating ; but 

■top, accelerate, or retard the act of respiration. When we attend 
to our breathing, and regulate its rate, it quickly becomes fatiguing ; 
but the same happens with any voluntary and habitual action, if we 
attempt to perform it analjrtically, by directing the attention to every 
step in its progress.*' Mayci^sPhysiotagyf p. 107. 
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be will have the advantage of canyins within him an 
Infallible Guidtj as long as be is careful to follow the 
suggestions of oature ; abstaining from idl thoughts re- 
specting his own uttawice, and fixing his mind intently 
on the business be is engaged in. 

And though he must not expect to attain perfection 
at once, he may be assured that, while he steadily ad- 
heres to thb plan, he is in the ri^t road to it ; instead 
of becoming, as on the other plan, more and more artifi- 
cial, the longer he studies. And every advance he 
makes will produce a proportional effect: it will give 
him more and more of that hold on the attention, the 
understanding, and the feelings of the audience, winch 
no studied modulation can ever attain. Others bdeed 
may be more successful in escaping censure, and en- 
suring admiration ; but he will far more surpass them, in 
respect of the proper object of the Orator wUch is, 
to carry his paint. 

§ 5. 
Much need not be said on the sid>ject of AcHonj 
which is at present so little approved, or, de- 
signedly, employed, in this country that it is 
hardly to be reckoned as any part of the Orator's art. 

Action, however, seems to be natural to man, when 
speaking earnestly : but the state of the case at present 
seems to be, that the disgust excited, on the one hand; 
by awkward and ungraceful moti(»s, and, gh the other, 
by studied gesticulations, has led to the general disuse 
of Action altogether ; and has induced men to form 
the habit (for it certainly is a formed habit) of keeping 
themselves quite still, or nearly so, when speaking. 
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This is supposed to be, and perhaps is, the more rational 
and dignified way of speakmg ; but so strong is the ten- 
dency to indicate vehement internal emotion by some 
kind of outward gesture, that diose who do not encour- 
age or allow themselves in any, frequently fall uncon- 
sciously into some awkward trick of swinging the body,* 
folding a paper, twisting a string, or the like. But 
when any one is reading, or even speaking, in the Ar- 
tificial manner, ther^ is little or nothing of this ten- 
dency ; precise?y, because the mmd is not occupied by 
that strong internal emotion which occasions it. And 
the prevalence of this (the artificial) manner may reason- 
ably be conjectured to have led to the disuse ^^^^ ^^^^ 
of all gesticulation, even in extemporary speak- fiaSSSf^*^ 
ers ; because if any one, whose delivery is 
artificial, does use action, it will of course be, like 
his voice, studied and artificial ; and savouring still more 
of disgusting afiectation, fi*om the circumstance that it 
evidendy might be entirely omitted. f And hence, the 
practice came to be generally disapproved, and ex- 
ploded. 

It need only be observed, that, in conformity with the 
principles maintdned throughout this Book, no care 
should, in any case, be taken to use graceful or appro- 

* 6f one of the ancient Roman Orators it was satirically remarked , 
(on accotmt of his haying this habit|) that he must have learned to 
rpeak in a boat. Of some other. Orators, whose favorite action is 
rinng on tiptoe, it wonld perhaps have been said, that they had been 
accustomed to address thdr audience over a high wall, 
t Qraiat inUr mensas symphama diseors, 

El eroMmm vnguentum^ et Sardo atm meUe papaver 
OfmdwAf poterat doci quia cosna sine istis. 

Horace, Ars PoH. 

26* 
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priate action ; wbich, if not perfecdj unstudied, wiH 
always be ( as has been just remarked) intolerable. But 
if any one spontaneously falls into any gestures that are 
unbecoming, care should Aen be taken to break the 
habit ; and that, not only in puUic speaking, but on all 
occasions. The case, indeed, is the sune with utter^ 
ance : if any one has, in common discourse, an indis- 
tmct, hesitating, dialectic, or otherwise faulty, deliFeiy, 
his Natural manner certainly is not what he should adopt 
m public speakbg ; but he should endeayour, by care, 
to remedy the defect, not in public speaking only, but 
in orcUnary conversaticm also. And so also, with respect 
to attitudes and gestures. It is in these points, prin- 
cipally, if not exclusively, that the remarks of an intel- 
ligent friend will be beneficial. 

If, again, any one finds himself naturally and spon- 
taneously led to use, in speaking, a moderate degree of 
action, which he finds from the obsenration of otliers 
not to be ungraceful or inappropriate, there b no reason 
that he should study to repress this teodency. 

^ 6. 
It would be inconsistent with the principle just laid 
ActioB ntt- ^'^^^j ^ deliver any precepts for gesture : be- 
^SSiSS" cause the olstrvance of even the best con- 
^'''^' ceivable precepts^ would by destroying the 
natural appearance, be fatal to their object: but there 
is a remark^ which is worthy of attention, from the 
illustration it affi)rds of /the erroneousness, in detail, 93 
well as in prindple, of the ordinary syst^sis of instruc- 
tion in tUs point. Boys are generdly taught to employ 
the prescribed action either aftery or during the utter- 
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ance of the words it is to enforce. The best and roost 
appropriate action must, from this circumstance alone, 
necessarily appear a feeble affectation. It su^ests the 
idea of a person speaking to those who do not fully un- 
derstand the language, and striving by signs to explain 
the meaning of what he has been saying. The very 
same gesture, had it come at the proper, that is, the 
natural pomt of time, might perhaps have added greatly 
to the effect ; viz. had it preceded somewhat the utter- 
ance of the words. That is always the natural order of 
action. An emotion,* struggling for utterance, produces 
a tendency to a bodily gesture, to express that emotion 
more quickly than words can be framed ; the words fol- 
low, as soon as they can be spoken. And this being 
always the case with a real, earnest, unstudied speaker, 
this mode of placing the action foremost, gives (if it be 
otherwise appropriate) the appearance of earnest emotion 
actually present in the mind. And the reverse of this 
natural order would alone be sufficient to convert the 
action of Demosthenes himself into unsuccessful and 
ridiculous mimicry. 

* Format enim MOuraprius not intua ad omnem 
Fortimantm habihim ; jwxUf out impeUUad tram 
Aui ad ^witttfii mtarore gram dedudt, etangUt 
Post ^erf ontfitt mobu nUerpreU Ungud. 

Horace, Jtrs PoH 
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Page 29, [A.] 

" there is a diatinction to be made between the 

fu^natural w^idihe merely improbable: a fiction is uonatural 
when there is aome assig^iable reason against the events 
taking plaee .as describedj — ^when men are repre.sented as 
acting contrary to the character assigned them, or to human 
nature in general; as when a^oung lady of seventeen, 
brought up in ease, luxury, and retirement, with no com- 
panions but the narrow-minded and illiterate, displays (as a 
heroine usually does) under the most trying circumatancea, 
such wisdom, fortitude, and knowledge of the world, as the 
best instructors and the beat examples cba rarely produce 
without the aid of more mature age and logger experience. 
— On the other hand, a fiction is still itnprobabky though 
w4 unnatural, when there is no reason to be assigned why 
things sAould not take place as represented, except that the 
i^verbaiance of ehances is against it; the hero meets iji hia 
utmost distress, most opportunely, with the very person to 
whom he had fi>rmerly done a signal service, and who hap- 
pens to communicate to him a piece of intelligence which 
sets all to rights. Why should he not meet him as well as 
any one else ? all that can be said is, that there is no reason 
why he should. The infant who is saved from a wreck, and 
who ai^erwarda becomes such a constellation of virtues and 
accomplishments, turns out to be norther than the nephew 
of the Yfdrj gentleman, on whose estate the waves bad caat 
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him, and whose lovely daughter he had so long sighed for 
in vain: there ib no reason to be given, except from the 
calculation of chances, whj he should not have been thrown 
on one part of the coast as well as anodier. Naj, it would 
be nothing unnatural, though the most determined novel- 
leader would be shocked at its improbability, if all the 
hero's enemies, while thej were conspiring hb ruin, were to 
be struck dead together by a luckj flash of lightnmg: jet 
many denouements which are decidedly unnatural, are bet- 
ter tolerated than this would be. We shall, perhaps, best 
explain our meaning by examples, taken from a novel of 
great merit in many respects. When Lord Glenthom, in 
whom a most unfavourable education has acted on a most 
unfavourable disposition, after a life of torpor, broken only 
by short sallies of forced exertion, on a sudden reverse of 
fortune, displays at once the most persevering diligence in 
the most repulsive studies, and in middle life, without any 
previous habits of exertion, any hope of early business, or 
the example of friends, or the stimulus of actual want, to 
urge him, outstrips every competitor, though every compe- 
titor has every advantage against him ; this is unnatural. — 
When Lord Glenthom, the instant he is stripped of his es- 
tates, meets, falls in love with, and is conditionally accep- 
ted by, the very lady who is remotely entitled to those 
estates; when, the instant he has fulfilled the conditions of 
their marriage, the family of the person possessed of the 
estates becomes extinct, and by the concurrence of circum- 
stances, against every one of which the chances were en- 
ormous, the hero is re-instated in all his old domains; this 
is merely improbable. The distinction which we have been 
pointing out may be plainly perceived in the events of real 
life; when any thing takes place of such a nature as we 
should call, in a fiction, merely improbable, because there 
are many chances against it, we call it a lucky or unlucky 
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accident, a singular coincidence, something very extraor- 
dinary, odd, curious, &c. ; whereas any thing which, in a 
fiction, would be called unnatural, when it actually occurs, 
(and such things do occur,) is still called unnatural, inex- 
plicable, unaccountable, inconceivable, &c. epithets which 
are not applied to events that have merely the balance of 
chances against them." Quarierly Review, ^o, xlviii. p 
354, 355. 

Page 51, [B.] 

" Analogy does not mean the similarity of two things, but 
the similarity, or sameness, of two releUions. There must be 
more than two tfUngs to give rise to two rekUiofu : there must 
be at least three; and in most cases there are four. Thus 
A may be like B, but there is no analogy between A and B: 
it is an abuse of the word to speak so, and it leads to much 
confusion of thought. If A has the same relation to B 
which C has to D, then there is an analogy. If the first re- 
ligion be well known, it may serve to explain the second, 
which is less known: and the transfer of name from one of 
the terms in the relation best known to its corresponding 
term in the other, causes no confiision, but on the contrary 
tends to remind us of the similarity that exists in these re- 
lations; and so assists the mind instead of misleading it. 

" In this manner things most unlike and discordant in 
their nature may be strictly analogous to one another. Thus 
a certain proposiHon may be called the basis of a system. 
The proposition is to the system what the basis is to a build- 
ing. It serves a similar office and purpose; and this last 
relation being well known is of use to illustrate the other 
which was less known. E. g. The system rests upon it: it 
is useless to proceed with the argument till this is well estab- 
lished: if this were removed, the system must fall. The 
only cautions requisite in the use of this kind of analogy are, 
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viRST, not to proceed to a comparison of the oorresponding 
terms as they are intrinsically, in HktiMtVatt or in their own 
nature, but merely as they are tnreloiion to the o*her terms 
respectively; and, secondly, not to presume that because 
the relation is the same or similar in one or two points, 
therefore it is the same or similar in aH. 

" The FIRST of these errors cannot be committed in the 
instance before us, because the two things are of such dif* 
ferent natures that they have no one point of resemblance. 
But when the first and the third term are not only corres- 
ponding in~ relation, but chance also to be of a kindred 
nature, or when, from the circumstance of one being visible 
and the other invisible, their discrepancies do not strike us, 
it often happens that a comparison is pursued between the 
lAtngs t&€iMefo«s, and this is one cause of the promiscuous 
use of the terms stmt/ifiide and analogy. As for example, 
when Locke, having once established the comparison, pro- 
ceeds to talk of Jdemi as if they were really inu^cB in the 
nynd, or traett in the brain. 

" It is from observing this tendency in men to regard the 
metaphoricd or analogous name as bringing along with it 
something of the nature of the thing it originally signified, 
that Mr. Stewart is led to make the remark not less original 
than just, that it is well for the understanding, though it may 
be a loss to the fancy, when a metaphorical word has lost its 
pedigree* — that is, when it no longer excites the priataiy 
idea denoted by it, and is reduced by custom to a plain and 
direct appellation in its secondary sense. He suggests alsof 

* Philotophioal Emsjb, Em. v. «. 9. 

t Ibid. In the analjiui heie given oC analogy, it will be peitoeited 
by those who are conversant with Mr. Stewart's writings, that I have 
ventured to depart widely from his use of the word. Indeed M. Pre- 
yot*s etymology, as given in a passage quoted with approbation by 
Bfr. Stewart, vol. ii. e. iv. sect. 4. appears to me quite erroneous, 
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with equal ingenuity > in cases where words have not yet 
been worn down to this use, the expedient of varyif^ our 
metaphor when speaking* of the same subject, as a preser- 
vative against this dangerous and encroaching error. Of 
the utility of this practice I have no doubt: and I think it 
may be regarded as an advantage of the same kind, that 
the parables of the New Testament are drawn from such a 
great diversity of objects, as to check the propensity in 
man, especially in matters of religion, to attach some mys- 
tical character to the images so employed, and to look 
upon them as emblems possessing an intrinsic virtue, or 
at least a secret affinity with those spiritual truths, to the 
illustration of which they are made subseWient. 

" When the points in which this similarity of relation 
holds are of secondary importance — when instead of being 
essential and characteristic, they are slight and superficial 
— ^the analogy is often called a metaphor, and often a sim*- 
ilitude, as being addressed rather to the fancy than to the 
judgment, and intended rather to adorn and illustrate, than 
to explain. But it would perhaps be better to avoid the 
name aimUitvde in these cases, and to regard them as being, 
what they really are, analogies, although subsisting in 
points of inferior moment. 

** Thus when the swallow is called the herald of sum*- 
mer, or a ship is said to plough the waves, it is easy to re- 
solve the phrase into the form t>f analogy or proportion: the 
swallow is to the summer what the herald is to his prince; 
he announces his approach. So the aetioQ of a ship is to 
the sea, what the action of a plough is to the land. But 
because in these cases the relation is fanciful rather than 
real, that is, it consists not in essential points but in mere 

' Le mot Analogic, dans Vorigine, n'ezprime que la ressemblance. 
The reverse of which I take to be the fact. But this is not the place 
for entering fiirther into the discussion. 
27 
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circumstances of inferior importance, we leave such things 
to the province of taste or amusement, and no considerate 
man ever attempts to reason from them. 

*' ' I am not of the mind of those speculators/ said Mr. 
Burke, ' who seem assured that all states have the same 
period of infancy, manhood, and decrepitude, that are 
found in individuals. Parallels of this sort rather furnish 
similitudes to illustrate or to adorn, than supply analogies 
from whence to reason. The ohjects which are attempted 
to be forced into an analogy are not found in the same 
classes of existence. Individuals are physical beings — 
commonwealths are not physical but moral essences.' * 

'' A remarkable example of this kind is that argument 
of Toplady against free-will, who, after quoting the text, 
Te also as Iwely stones are huUt up a spiritual house ^If tri- 
umphantly exclaims, * This is giving free-will a stab un- 
der the fifth rib: for can stones hew themselves, and 
build themselves into a regular house ?' ;{; 

" Even when we attribute to inanimate things the quali- 
ties of animals, the same analysis may be adopted as be- 
fore. Thus the rage of the sea denotes a similarity of 
effect to the effect of rage in animals. This is even more 
the work of fancy than the example before given: for in 
reducing it to the form of a proportion, one term is wholly 
supplied by the imagination. We do not really believe there 
is a principle in the sea producing tbes^ eftecCH, answer- 
ing to rage in animals, but the imagination suggests such 
a principle, and transfers the name of rage to it. 

'' In those cases where the analogy is traced between 
things perfectly heterogeneous there is little danger of con- 
founding the idea with that of similitude. But when the 

• Letters on a Regicide Peace, p. 4. 

f 1 Pet. ii. 5. 

t Christian and Philosophical Necessity Asserted, p. 56 
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subjects we are comparing are of a kindred nature, so that 
the things spoken of not only stand in the same relation, but 
also bear a close resemblance to each other, then it is we 
are most apt to confound them together, and to substitute 
resemblance for analogy. Thus because the heart or the ^ 
tooth of an animal not only serves the same office to the 
animal that the heart or the tooth of a man does to him, but 
IS also an object very nearly resembling it in structure 
and outward appearance, we are apt to imagine that the 
same name is given to it solely on this last account. But if 
we pursue the enquiry throughout the animal creation, we 
shall find that the form of the corresponding parts is infi- 
nitely varied, although the analogy remains the same ; till at 
length we arrive at such diversities, that it is only persons 
conversant with comparative anatomy who can readily de- 
tect the analogy. And long before the difference has reach- 
ed this length, in popular discourse the analogical name is 
dropped, and the scientific use of it in such cases sounds 
podantic to unlearned ears. Thus the .beak of a bird an- 
swers to the to3th of man, and the shell of a lobster to the 
bones of other, animals. If the use and office remain the 
same no diversity of form impairs the analogy: but we 
ought from such examples to learn, even when similitude 
of form does exist, not to regard it as the true ground of the 
comparison we make, and of our affixing the same name. 
*' Thus too when we speak of quoRtiea of things which 
are not cognizable by our senses except in their effects, 
we bestow the same name on account of a real or supposed 
analogy, not on account of any similarity in the qualities 
themselves, which may or may not exist, according as, the 
things we speak of are mare or less of a kindred nature. Sa- 
gacity, courage, fidelity, love, jealousy, revenge, are all 
predicated of brute animals not less than of man, although 
they are not things or existences in themselves, but certain 
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cttrilrates or affecdoDS in them, exhibiting STinptoiiis and 
prodacing eflfects corresponding wi& the sjmptoms and 
efiectfl attendant ap<Mi those qaalities in oorBelves. In 
these instances, $6U more than in the former, we are prone 
to conlonnd analogy with resemblance — because as these 
things hare no ibrm or existence of their own — as the whole 
essence of them consists in their relation to something 
else— if the r€laA(m» be alike, the t/bsagv are necessarnj 
alike, and we natnrall/ slide into that form of speaking 
which makes no distinction between analogy and resem- 
blance: but even then we regard the qiuMie» as identical, 
only in proportion as the imlvre of the respective subjects 
to which they belong may be regarded as the same. 

*' The SECOND error above noticed as carefully to be 
aToided in the use of analogy is, when we do not indeed 
treat the corresponding terms as resemUtiig ont anotiur in 
their own nature, but when we presume that a similarity 
of relation subsists in oAerpoudu besides those idiich are 
the foundation of analogy. 

" When the analogy consists in slight or superficial cir* 
cumstances, still more when it is fanciful only, no attempt 
whatever should be made to reason from it; as was exem- 
plified in the passage produced from Burke's writings: but 
even when the analogy is solid and welKfounded we are 
liable to fall into error, if we suppose it to extend farther 
than it really does. Errors of this nature are often com- 
mitted by men of lively fancies, or of ardent minds, and 
they are the more seducing because they set out not only 
with a shew of reason, but with reason and truth actually 
on their side. 

'* Thus because a just analogy has been discerned be- 
tween the metropolis of a country, and the heart in the 
animal body, it has been sometimes contended that its 
increased size is a disease — that it may impede some of its 
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most important functions — or even be the means of its dis- 
solution. 

'* Another frequent example of this second error is found 
in the use of the same titles of office or dignity in different 
nations or in distant times. Although the relation denoted 
by them be the same in one or in several important partic- 
ulars, yet it scarcely ever holds throughout; and the most 
false notions are in consequence entertained by people of 
the nature of these corresponding offices in every coun- 
try but their own. We have known what mischief has 
been produced by the adoption of the phrase, ' servant of 
the people,' although it cannot be denied that in some 
ppints the duty of the magistrate is the same as the duty 
of a servant — ^that his time, for instance, his thoughts, his 
abilities, should be devoted to the benefit of the people— 
and again, on the other hand, because the duty of a sub- 
ject towards his sovereign coincides in many respects with 
the duty of a child towards his parent, some speculative 
writers have hastily concluded that the institution of mon- 
archy is equally founded in nature, and possesses the same 
inherent authority with the parentaL" Coplestan^s Four 
Diacouraes on the Doctrinea of NectaaHy and Predestinalion, 
note to Disc. III. p. 122—130. 



Page 83, [C] 

" Theirs " (the New Testament writers) ** is a history of 
miracles; the historical picture of the scene in which the 
Spirit ^f God was poured on all flesh, and signs and won- 
ders, visions and dreams, were part of the essentials of their 
narratives. How is all this related? With the same ab- 
sence of high colouring and extravagant description with 
which other writers notice the ordinary occurrences of the 
27* 
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worid: partlj no doubt lor the like reason, that thej were 
really familiar with miracles; partly too because to them 
these miracles had long been contemplated only as sub- 
servient measures to the great object and business of their 
ministry — the salvation of men's souls. On the subject of 
miracles, the means to this great end, they speak in calm, 
unimpassioned language; on man's sins, change of heart; 
on hope, faith, and charity; on the objects in short to be 
effected, they exhaust all their feelings and eloquence. 
Their history, from the narratiYe of our Lord's persecutions, 
to those of Paul, the abomination of the Jews, embraces 
scenes and personages which claim from the ordinary read- 
er a continual effusion of sorrow, or wonder, or indignation. 
In writers who were friends of the parties and adherents of 
the cause for which they did and suffered so great things, 
the absence of it is on ordinary grounds inconceivable. 
Look at the account even of the crucifiidon. Not one burst 
of indignation or sympathy mixes with the details of the 
narrative. Stephen the first martjrr is stoned, and the ac- 
count comprised in these few words, ** they stoned Stephen 
calling upon God, and saying. Lord Jesus, receive my 
spirit. " The varied and immense labours and sufferings of 
the apostles are slightly hinted at, or else related in this dry 
and frigid way. *' And when they had called the apostles, 
and beaten them, they commanded that they should not 
speak in the name of Jesus, and let them go."* *' And 
there came thither certain Jews, from Antioch and Iconium, 
who persuaded the people, and having stoned Paul, drejv 
him out of the city, supposing he had been dead. Howbeit, 
as the disciples stood round about him, he rose up, and came 
into the city; and the next day he departed with Barnabas to 
Derbe."! Had these authors no feeling? Hid their mode 
of life bereaved them of the common sympathies and sen 

• AcU ▼. 40, 41. f AcU xiv. 19,"^! 
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sibilities of human nature ? Read such passages as . St. 
Paul's parting address to the elders of Miletus; the same 
apostle's recommendation of the offending member of the 
Corinthian Church to pardon; and, more than all, the 
occasional bursts of conflicting feeling, in which anxious 
apprehension for the iaith and good behaviour of his con- 
verts is mixed with the pleasing recollection of their con- 
versicn, and the minister and the man are alike strongly 
displayed; and it will be plain that Christianity exercised 
no benumbing influence on the heart. No: their whole 
soul was occupied with one object, which predominated 
over all the means subservient to it, however great those 
means might be. In the storm, the pilot*8 eye is fixed on 
the headland vshich must he weathered; in the crisis of 
Tictory or defeat, the general sees only the position to b€ 
carried; and the dead and the instruments of death faU 
aroamd him unheeded. On the salvation of men, on this one 
point, the witnesses of Christ and the ministers of his 
Spiiit, expended all their energy of feeling and expression. 
All that occurred — ^mischance, persecution, and miracle — 
were glanced at by the eye of faith only in subserviency to 
this mark of the prize of their high calling, as working 
together for good, and all exempt from the associations 
which would attach to such events and ticenes, when con- 
templated by themselves, and with the short-sightedness 
of uninspired men. Miracles were not to them objects of 
wonder, nor mischances a subject of sorrow and lamentk- 
iion. They did all, they suffered all, to the glory of 
God.^' . London Review, No. II. p. 345. 

Page 134, [D.] 

" First, as to proximity of time, every one knows, that 
any melancholy incident is the more affecting that it is re- 
cent. Hence it is become common mth story-tellers, that 
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they may make a deeper impression on the hearers, to 
introduce remarks like these: that the tale which thej* 
relate is not old, that it happened hut lately, or in their 
own time, or that they are yet living who had a part in it, 
or were mtnesses of it. Proximity of time regards not 
only the past, hut the future. An event that will probably 
soon happen, hath greater influence upon us than what will 
probably happen a long time hence. I have hitherto 
proceeded on the hypothesis, that the orator rouses the 
passions of his hearers, by exhibiting some past transaction; 
but we must acknowledge that passion may be as strongly 
excited by his reasonings concerning an event yet to come. 
In the judiciary orations there is greater scope £ot the for- 
mer, in the deliberative, for the latter; though in each kind 
there may occasionally be scope for both. All the seven 
circumstances enumerated are applicable, and have equal 
weight, whether they relate to the future or to the past. 
The only exception that I know of is, that probability and 
plausibility are scarcely distinguishable, when used in re- 
ference to events in futurity. As in these there is no ac- 
cess for testimony, what constitutes the principal distinc- 
tion is quite excluded. In comparing the influence of the 
past upon our minds with that of the future, it appears in 
general, that if the evidence, the importance, and the dis- 
tance of the objects, be equal, the latter will be greater than 
the former. The reason, I imagine, is, we are conscious, 
that as every moment, the future which seems placed be- 
fore us, is approaching; and the past, which lies, as it 
were, behind, is retiring; our nearness or relation to the 
one constantly increaseth as the other decreaseth. There 
is something like attraction in the first case, and repulsion 
in the second. This tends to interest us more in the fu- 
ture than in the past, and consequently to the present view 
aggrandizes the one, and diminishes the other. 
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*' Whst, nevertheless, gives the past a very considerable 
advantage, is its being generally susceptible ofmuch strong- 
er evidence than the future. The lights of the mind kre, 
if I may so express myself, in an opposite situation to the 
lights of the body. These discover clearly the prospect 
lying before us, but not the ground we have already passed. 
By the memory, on the contrary, that great luminary of the 
mind, things past are exhibited in retrospect ; we have no 
correspondent faculty to irradiate the future: and even in 
matters which fall not within the reach of our memory, 
past events are often clearly discoverable by testimony, 
and by effects at present existing; whereas we have noth- 
ing equivalent to found our arguments upon in reasoning 
about things to come. It is for this reason thai the future 
is considered as the province of conjecture ond uncertainty. 

*' Local Connexion^ the fifth in the above enumeration, 
hi^h a more powerful effect than proximity of time. Dura* 
tion and space are two things (call them entities, or attri- 
butes, or what you please) in some respects the most like^ 
and in some respects the most unlike, to one another. 
They resemble in continuity, divisibility, infinity, in their 
being deemed essential to the existence of other things, 
and in the doubts that have been raised as to their having 
a real or independent existence of their own. They differ 
in that the latter is permanent, whereas the very essence 
of the former consisteth in transitoriness: the parts of the 
One are all successive, of the other all co-existent. The 
greater portions of time are all distinguished by the mem- 
orable things which have been transacted in them, the 
smaller portions by the revolutions of the heavenly bodies: 
the portions of place, great and small, (for we do not here 
consider the regions of the fixed stars and planets,) are 
distinguished by the various tracts of land and water, into 
which the ea^h is divided and subdivided; the one dia^ 



322 APPISNDIX. 

Unction intelligible^ the other sensible; the one chieflj 
known to the inquisitive, the other in a great measore 
obvious to all. 

" Hence perhaps it arises, that the latter is considered as 
a firmer ground of relation than the former. Who is not 
more curious to know the notaUe transactions which have 
happened in his own countrj firom the earliest antiquitj, 
than to be acquainted with those which have happened in 
the remotest regions of the globe during the century 
wherein he lives? It must be owned, however, that the 
former circumstance is more frequentlj aided by that of 
personal relation than the latter. Connexion of place not 
only includes vicinage, but every other local relation, such 
as being in a province under the same government with 
us, in a state that is in alliance with us, in a country well 
known to us, and the like. Of Ihe influence of this con- 
nexion in operating on our passions we have daily proofs. 
With how much indifierfence, at least with how slight and 
transient emotion, do we read in newspapers the accounts 
of the most deplorable accidents in countries distant and 
unknown? How much, on the contrary, are we alarmed 
and agitated on being informed that any such accident 
hath happened in our own neighbourhood, and that, even 
though we be totally unacquainted with the persons con- 
cerned? 

" Still greater is the power of rekoion to the persons 
concerned, which was the sixth circumstance mentioned, 
as this tie is more direct than that which attacheth us to 
the scene of action. It is the persons, not the place, that 
are the immediate objects of the passions love or hatred, 
pity or anger, envy or contempt. Relation to the actors 
commonly produces an effect contrary to that produced by 
relation to the sufferers, the first in extenuation, the second 
m aggravation, of the crime alleged. The first makes 
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for the apologist, the second for the accuser. This, I say, 
is cQinmonly the case, not always. The remote relation to 
the actors, when the ofience is heinous, especially if the 
sufferers be more nearly related, will sometimes rather 
aggravate than extenuate the guilt in our estimation. Bu^ 
it is impossible with any precision to reduce these effects 
to rules; so much depending on the different tempers ana 
sentiments of different audiences. Personal relations are 
of various kinds. Some have generally greater influence 
than others; some again have greater influence with one 
person, others with another. They are consanguinity, 
affinity, friendship, acquaintance, being fellow-citizens, 
countrymen, of the same surname, language, religion, 
occupation, and innumerable others. 

" But of ail the connexive circumstances, the most pow- 
erful is interest, which is the last. Of all relations, per- 
sonal relation, by bringing the object very near, most en- 
livens that sympathy which attaches us to the concer is of 
others; interest in the effects brings the object, if I may 
say so, into contact with us, and makes the mind cling to 
it, as a concern of its own. Sympathy is but a reflected 
feeling, and therefore, in ordinary cases, must be weaker 
than the original. Though the mirror be ever so true, a 
lover will not be obliged to it for presenting him with the 
figure of his mistress, wh^ he hath an opportunity of ga- 
zing on her person. Nor will the orator place his chief 
confidence in the assistance of the social and sympathetic 
affections, when he hath it in his power to arm the selfish. 

'' Men universally, from a just conception of the differ- 
ence, liave, when self is concerned, given a different name 
to what seems origmally the same passion in a higher 
degree. Injury, to whomsoever offered, is to every man 
that observes it, and whose sense of right is not debauched 
by vicious practice, the natural object of tndtgno/ion. In- 
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dignation always ioiplies reunimetd, or a desire ofretalia"- 
ting on the injurious person^ so far at least as to make him 
repent the wrong he hath conunitted. This indignation 
in the person injured, is, from our knowledge of mankind, 
supposed to he, not indeed universally, hut generally, so 
much stronger, that it ought to be distinguished by anoth- 
er appellation, and is accordingly dei¥>minated revenge. 
In like manner, beneficence, on whomsoever exercbed, 
is the natural object of our low; love always implies he* 
nevolenee, or a desire of promoting the happiness of the 
beneficent person; but this passion in the person benefit- 
ed is conceived to bo so much greater, and to infer so 
strong an obligation to a return of good offices to his ben- 
efactor, that it merits to be distinguished by the title grsl- 
iiude. Now by this circumstance of interest in the effects, 
the speaker, from engaging pUy in his favour, can proceed 
to operate on a more powerful principle, eey^-preBerviUum, 
The benevolence of his hearers he can work up into gr«ft- 
iiiile, their indignation into revenge. 

'' The two last-mentioned circumstances^ personal rela- 
tion and interest, are not without influence, as was hinted 
in the enumeration, though, they regard the speaker only, 
and not the hearers. The reason is, a person present with 
us, whom we see and hear, and who by words, and looks, 
and gestures, gives the liveliest signs of his feelings, has 
the surest and most inmiediate claim upon our sympathy. 
We become infected with his passions. We are hurried 
along by them, and not allowed leisure to distinguish 
between his relation and our relation, his interest and our 
interest." CampbeWe Rhetoric p. 184—190, (b i. ch. 7. 
^ 5. parts 4, 5, 6, 7. 
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Page 135 [E.] 

A good illustration of what has been said is supplied bj 
the following extract from Mr. Milman's Bampton Lee* 
tures, (Lecture VI. p. 269.) *' Conceive then the apostles 
of Jesus Christ, the tentmaker or the fisherman, entering, 
as strangers, into one of the splendid cities of Syria, Asia 
Minor, or Greece. Conceive them, I mean, as unendowed 
with miraculous powers, having adopted their itinerant 
system of teaching from human motives, and for human 
purposes alone. As they pass along to the remote and 
obscure quarter, where they expect to meet with precarious 
hospitality among their countrymen, they survey the 
strength of the established religion, which it is their 
avowed purpose to overthrow. Every where they behold 
temples, on which the utmost extravagance of expenditure 
has been lavished by succeeding generations; idols of the 
most exquisite workmanship, to which, even if the religious 
feeling of adoration is enfeebled, the people are strongly 
attached by national or local vanity. They meet pro- 
cessions, in which the idle find perpetual occupation, the 
young excitement, the voluptuous a continual stimulant to 
their passions. They behold a priesthood, numerous, 
sometimes wealthy; nor are these alone wedded by interest 
to the established faith; many of the trades, like those of 
the makers of silver shrines in Ephesus, are pledged to 
the support of that to which they owe their maintenance. 
They pass a magnificent theatre, on the splendour and 
success of which the popularity of the existing authorities 
mainly depends; and in which the serious exhibitions 
are essentially religious, the lighter, as intimately con- 
nected ^vith the indulgence of the baser passions. They 
behold another public building, where even worse feelings, 
the cruel and the sanguinary, are pampered by the animat- 
28 
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ing cohtests of wild beasts and of gladiators, in which they 
themselves may shortly play a dreadful part, 

Butchered to make a Romaa holiday ! 

Show and spectacle are the characteristic enjoyments of 
the whole people, and every show and spectacle is either 
sacred to the religious feelings, or incentive to the lusts 
of the flesh; those feelings which must be entirely eradi- 
cated, those lusts which must be brought into total subjec- 
tion to the law of Christ. They encounter likewise itinerant 
jugglers, diviners, magicians, who impose upon the cred- 
ulous, and excite the contempt of the enlightened; in the 
first case, dangerous rivals to those who should attempt to 
propagate a new faith by imposture and deception; in the 
latter, naturally tending to prejudice the mind against all 
miraculous pretensions whatever: here, like Elymas, en- 
deavouring to outdo the signs and wonders of the apostles; 
there, throwing suspicion on all asserted supernatural 
agency, by the frequency and clumsiness of their delu- 
sions. They meet philosophers, frequentlyx itinerant like 
themselves; or teachers of new religions, priests of Isis 
and Serapis, who have brought into equal discredit what 
might otherwise have appeared a proof of philanthropy, 
the performing laborious journeys at the sacrifice of per- 
sonal ease and comfort for the moral and religious im- 
provement of mankind; or at least have so accustomed 
the public mind to similar pretensions, as to take away 
every attraction from their boldness or novelty. There 
are also the teachers of the different mysteries, which 
would engross all the anxiety of the inquisitive, perhaps 
excite, even if they did not satisfy, the hopes of the more 
pure and lofly minded. Such must have been among the 
obstacles which would force themselves on the calmer 
moments of the most ardent; such the overpowering dif- 
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ficulties, of which it would be impossible to overlook the 
importaace, or elude the force; which required no sober 
calculation to estimate, no laborious enquiiy to discover; 
which met and confronted them wherever they went, and 
which, either in desperate presumption, or deliberate reli- 
ance on their own preternatural powers, they must have 
contemned and defied. 

The commencement of their labours was usually dis^ 
heartening, and ill calculated to keep alive the flame of 
ungrounded enthusiasm. They begin their operations in 
the narrow and secluded synagogue of their own country- 
men. The novelty of their doctrine, and curiosity, secure 
them at first a patient attention; but as the more offensive 
tenets are developed, the most fierce and violent passions 
are awakened. Scorn and hatred are seen worki^g in the 
clouded brows and agitated countenances of the leaders: 
if here and there one is pricked to the heart, it requires 
considerable moral courage to acknowledge his conviction; 
and the new teachers are either cast forth from the in- 
dignant assembly of their own people, liable to all the 
punishments which they are permitted to inflict, scourged 
and beaten; or, if they succeed in forming a party, they 
give rise to a furious schism; and thus appear before the 
heathen with the dangerous notoriety of having caused a 
violent tumult, and broken the public peace by their turbu- 
lent and contentious harangues: at all events, disclaimed 
by that very people on whose traditions they profess to build 
then* doctrines, and to whose Scriptures they appeal in jus- 
tification of their pretensions. They endure, they perse- 
vere, they continue to sustain the contest against Judaism 
and paganism. It is still their deliberate, ostensible, and 
avowed object, to overthrow all this vast system of idol- 
atry: to tear up by the roots all ancient prejudices; to 
silence shrines, sanctified by the veneration of ages as 
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oracular; to consign all those gorgeous temples to decajr, 
and ail those images to contempt; to wean the people from 
every barharous and dissolute amusement.*' ***««**• 
*' But in one respect it is impossible now to conceive 
the extent, to which the apostles of the crucified Jesus 
shocked all the feelings of mankind. The public estab- 
lishment of Christianity, the adoration of ages, the rever- 
ence of nations, has thrown around the cross of Christ an 
indelible and inalienable sanctity. No effort of the imag- 
ination can dissipate the iUusion of dignity which has 
gathered round it; it has been so long dissevered from all 
its coarse and humiliating associations, that it cannot be 
cast back and desecrated into its state of opprobrium and 
contempt. To the most daring unbeliever among our- 
selves, it is the symbol, the absurd, and irrational, he may 
conceive, but still the ancient and venerable symbol of a 
powerful and influential religion: what was it to the Jew 
and to the heathen ? the basest, the most degrading pun- 
ishment of the lowest criminal! the proverbial terror of 
the wretched slave! it was to them, what the most des- 
picable and revolting instrument of public execution is 
to us. Yet to the cross of Christ, men turned from deities 
in which were embodied every attribute of strength, power,, 
and dignity; in an incredibly short space of time, multi- 
tudes gave up the splendour, the pride, and the power of 
paganism, to adore a Being, who was thus humiliated be- 
neath the meanest of mankind, who had become, accord- 
ing to the literal interpretation of the prophecy, a very 
8com ofmen, and an ouicast of the people,^* Ibid. p. 279. 

Page 140, [F.] 

" Such is our yoke and our burden! Let him, who has 
thought it too hard and too heavy to bear, be prepared to 
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stcte'it boldly, when he shall appear side by side with the 
poor and mistaken Indian before the throne of Grod at the 
day of judgment. The poor heathen may come forward 
with his wounded limbs and weltering body, saying, * I 
thought thee an austere master, delighting in the miseries 
of thy creatures, audi have accordingly brought thee the 
torn remnants of a body which I have tortured in thy ser- 
vice.' And the Christian will come forward, and say, ' I 
knew that thou didst die to save me from such sufferings 
and torments, and that thou only commandedst me to keep 
my body in temperance, soberness, and chastity, and I 
thought it too hard for me ; and I have accordingly brought ' 
thee the refuse and sweepings of a body that has been 
corrupted and brutalized in the service of profligacy and 
drunkenness,^-even the body which thou didst declare 
should be the temple of thy Holy Spirit. ' The poor Indian 
will perhaps, shew his hands, reeking with the blood of 
his children, saying, ' I thought this was the sacrifice with 
which God was well pleased: ' and you, the Christian, will 
come forward with blood upon thy hands also, ' I knew that 
thou g«vest thy son for my sacrifice, and commandedst me 
to lead my offspring in the way of everlasting life ; but the 
command was too hard for me, to teach them thy statutes 
and to set them my humble example: I have let them go 
the broad way to destruction, and their blood is upon my 
hand — and my heart — and my head.' The Indian will 
come forward, and say, ' Behold, I am come from the wood, 
the desert, and the wilderness, where I fled from the cheer- 
ful society of my fellow-mortals, because I thought it was 
pleasing in thy sight.' And the Christian will come for- 
ward, and say, ' Behold, I come from my comfortable home 
and the communion of my brethren, which thou hast gra- 
ciously permitted me to enjoy ; but I thought it too hard 
to give them a share of those blessings which thou hast 
28* 



330 APPENDIX. 

bestowed upon me; I thought it too hard to give thein a 
portion of mj time, my^trouble, my fortune, or my interest; 
I thought it too hard to keep my tongue from cursing and 
reviling, my heart from hatred, and my hand from violence 
and revenge.' What will be the answer of the Judge to 
the poor Indian, none can presume to say. That he was 
sadly mistaken in the means of salvation, and that what he 
had done could never purchase him everlasting life, is be- 
yond a doubt; but yet the Judge may say, * Come unto 
me, thou heavy-laden, and I will give thee the rest which 
thou couldst not purchase for thyself.' But, to the Chris- 
tian, ' Thou, who hadst my easy yoke, and my light bur- 
den; thou, for whom all was already purchased,' 

Thank God! it is not yet pronounced: — begone! and fly 
for thy lifel " Jfolfe^s Semums, (Hemotiu,) Sermon X 
p. 371— 373. 

" Suppose it were su<}denly revealed to any pne among 
you, that he, and he alone of all that walk upon the face 
of this earth, was destined to receive the benefit of his 
Redeemer's atonement, and that all the rest of mankind 
was fost — and lost to all etemiiy; it is hard to say what 
would be the first sensation excited in that man's mind by 
the intelligence. It is indeed probable it would be joy — ^to 
think that all his fears respecting his eternal destiny were 
now no more ; that all the forebodings of the mind and 
misgivings of the heart — all the solemn stir which we feel 
rising within us whenever we look forward to a dark 
futurity, — to feel that all these had now subsided for 
ever, — to know that he shall stand in the everlasting 
sunshine of the love of God ! It is perhaps impossible that 
all this should not call forth an immediate feeling of 
delight: but if you wish the sensation to continue, you 
must go to the wilderness; you must beware how you 
come within sight of a human being, or within sound of a 
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human voice; jou must recollect that you are now alone 
upon the earth; or, if you want society, you had better 
look for it among the beasts of the field than among the 
ruined species to which you belong; unless indeed the 
Almighty, in pity to your desolation, should send his 
angels before the appointed time, that you might learn to 
forget in their society the outcast objects of your former 
sympathies. But to go abroad into human society, — to 
walk amongst Beings who are now no longer your fellow- 
creatures, — to feel the charity of your common nature 
rising in your heart, and to have to crush it within you 
like a sin, — to reach forth your hand to perform one of 
the^ common kindnesses of humanity, and to find it wither- 
ed by the recollection, that however you may mitigate a 
present pang, the everlasting pang is irreversible ; to turn 
^away in despair from these children whom you have now 
come to blesA and to save (wd hope and trust both here and 
for ever)! — perhaps it would be too much for you; at all 
events, it would be hard to state a degree of exertion with- 
in the utmost range of human energy, or a degree of pain 
within the farthest limit of human endurance, to which 
you would not submit, that you might have one companion 
on your lonely way from this world to the mansions of hap- 
piness. But suppose, at that moment, that the angel who 
brought the first intelligence returns to tell you that there 
are Beings upon this earth who may yet be saved, — that 
he was before mistaken, no matter how, — perhaps he was 
your guardian angel, and darted fi-om the throne of grace 
with the intelligence of your salvation without waiting to 
hear the fate of the rest of mankind, — no matter bow, — 
but he comes to tell you that there are Beings upon the 
earth who are within the reach of your Redeemer's love, 
and of your own, — ^that some of them are now before you, 
and their everlasting destiny is placed in your hands; then. 
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what would first occur to your miod? — privations, — dan- 
gers, — difficuhies? Md: but you would say. Lord, what 
shall I do? shall I trarerse earth and sea, through misery 
and torment, that of those whom thou hast given me I may 
not lose one? " Ibid. Sermon XI. p. 391 — 393. 

Page 182, [G.] 

In Dr. Campbell's ingenious dissertation {Rhetoric, 
book ii. c. vii.) '' on the causes that nenseiUK^ often es- 
capes being detected, both by the writer and the reader," 
he remarks, (see. 2.) that "there are particularly three 
sorts of writing wherein we are liabie to be imposed upon 
by words without meaning." 

" The first is, where there is an exuberance of metaphor. 
Nothing is more certain than that this trope, when tem- 
perately and appositely used, serves to add light to the 
expression, and energy to the sentiment. On the contrary, 
when vaguely and intemperately used, nothing can serve 
more efiectually to cloud the sense, where there is sense, 
and by consequence to conceal the defect, where there is 
no sense to shew. And this is the case, not <Hily where 
there is in the same sentence a mixture of discordant met- 
aphors, but also where the metaphoric style is too long 
continued, and too far pursued^ [Ut modicuB autem atque 
opporiunus translaiionis U9U8 Uhjutrat orationem: ita fre- 
qnens, ei ohseurtU tt tcSiio eamplet; continuus vero inalU- 
goriam ei cetitginato exit. Quint, lib. viii. c. vi.] The 
reason is obvious. In common speech the words are the 
immediate signs of the thought. But it is not so here; 
for when a person, instead of adopting metaphors that 
come naturally and opportunely in his way, rummages the 
whole world in quest of them, and piles them one upon 
another, when he cannot so properly be said to use meta- 
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phor, as to talk in metaphor^ or rather when from meta- 
phor he runs into allegory^ and thence into enigma, his 
words are not the immediate signs of his thoughts; they 
are at best but the signs of the signs of his thought. His 
writing may then be called, what Spenser not unjustly 
styled his Fairy Queen, a perpetual allegory or dark car^ 
ceil. Most readers will account it much to bestow a tran- 
sient glance on the literal sense, which lies nearest; but 
will never think of that meaning more remote, which the 
figures themselves are intended to signify. It is no wonder 
then that this sense, for the discovery of which it is neces- 
sary to see through a double veil, should, where it is, more 
readily escape our observation, and that where it is wanting 
we should not so quickly miss it." ##*###♦#*• 
*' There is, in respect of the two meanings considerable 
variety to be found in the tropical Style. In just allegory 
and similitude there is always a propriety, or, if you choose 
to call it, congruity, in the literal sense, as well as a dis 
tinct meaning or sentiment suggested, which is called the 
figurative sense. Exainples of this are unnecessary. 
Again, where the figurative sense is unexceptionable, there 
is sometimes an incongruity in the expression of the liter- 
al sense. This is always the case in mixed metaphor, a 
thing not unfrequent even in good writers. Thus, when 
Addison remarks that * there is not a single view of human 
nature, which is not sufficient to extinguish the seeds of 
pride,' he expresses a true sentiment somewhat incongru- 
ously; for the terms extinguish and seeds here metaphori- 
cally used, do not suit each other. In like manner, there 
b something incongruous in the. mixture of tropes employ- 
ed in the following passage from Lord Bolingbroke: 
' Nothing less than the hea»is of his people will cont^ent a 
patriot Prince, nor will he think his throne established, till 
it is established there,' Yet the thought is excellont. But 
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in neither of these examples does the incongruity of the 
expression hurt the perspicuity of the sentence. Some- 
times, indeed, the literal meaning inrolves a direct 
absurdity. When this is the case, as in the quotation 
from, The Principles of PmtUif^ given iii the 'preceding 
chapter, it is natural for the reader to suppose that 
there must be something under it; (or it is not easy 
to say how absurdly even just sentiments will sometimes 
be expressed. But when no such hidden sense can be 
discovered, what, in the first view conveyed to bur minds 
a glaring absurdity, is rightly on reflection denominated 
nonsense. We are satisfied that De Piles neither thought, 
nor wanted his readers to think, that Rubens was really 
the original performer, and God the copier. This then 
was not his meaning. But what he actually thought and 
wanted them to think, it is impossible to elicit from his 
words. His words then may justly be styled bold, in re- 
spect of their literal import, but unmeaning in respect of 
the author's intention. 

" It may be proper here to observe, that some are apt 
to confound the terms absurdity and nonsense as synony- 
mous; which they manifestly are not. An absurdity, in 
the strict acceptation, is a proposition either intuitively or 
demonstratively false. Of this kind are these: 'Three 
and two make seven.' 'All the angles of a triangle are 
greater than two right angles.' That the former is false 
we know by intuition; that the latter is so, we are able to 
demonstrate. But the term is further extended to denote 
a notorious falsehood. If one should affirm, that ' at the 
vernal equinox the sun rises in the north and sets in the 
south,' we should not hesitate to say, that he. advances an 
absurdity; but 9till what he affirms has a meaning; inso- 
much, that on hearing the sentence we pronounce its 
falsity. Now nonsense is that whereof we cannot say 
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either that it is true, or that it is false. Thus, when the 
Teutonic Theosopher enounces, that ' all the voices of the 
celestial joyfulness, qualify, commix, and harmonize in the 
fire which was from eternity in the good quality,' I should 
think it equally impertinent to aver the falsity as the truth 
of this enunciation. For, though the words grammatical- 
ly form a sentence, they exhibit to the understanding no 
judgment, and consequently admit neither assent nor dis- 
sent. In the former instances I say the meaning, or what 
they affirm, is absurd; in the last instance I say there is 
no meaning, and therefore properly nothing is affirmed. 
In popular language, I own, the terms absurdity and non- 
sense are not so accurately distinguished. Absurd posi- 
tions are sometimes called nonsensical. It is not com- 
mon, on the other hand, to say of downright nonsense, 
that it comprises an absurdity. 

*' Further, in the literal sense there may be nothing 
unsuitable, and yet the reader may be at a loss to find a 
figurative meaning, to which his expressions can with 
justice be applied. Writers immoderately attached to the 
florid, or highly figurecT diction, are oflen misled, by a 
.^desire of flourishing on the several attributes of a metaphor, 
which they have pompously ushered into the discourse, 
without taking the trouble to examine whether there be 
any qualities in the subject, to which these attributes can 
with justice and perspicuity be applied. This immod- 
erate use of metaphor," Dr. Campbell observes, "is the 
principal source of all the nonsense of Orators and Poets. 

" The second species of writing wherein we are liable 
to be imposed on by words without meaning, is that where- 
in the terms most frequently occurring, denote things 
which are of a complicated nature, and to which the mind 
is not sufficiently familiarized. Many of those notions 
which are called bj^ Philosophers mixed modes, come under 
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this denomination. Of these the instances are numerous 
in every tongue; such as gavemmerU, church, 9taU, coti- 
stUution, polity, power, commerce, legislahwe, fjtti$diciion, 
proportion, tymmdry, elegance. It will considerably in- 
crease th^ danger of our being deceived by an unmeaning 
use of such terms, if they are besides (as very often thej 
are) of so indeterminate,, and consequently equivocal, sig- 
nifications, that a writer, unobserved either by himself or 
by his reader, may slide from, one sense pf the term to 
another, till by degrees he ^ into such applicati<His of it 
as will make no sense at all. It deserves our notice also, 
that we are in much greater danger of terminating in this, 
if the different meanings of the same word have some 
affinity to one another, than if they have none. In the 
latter case, when there is no affinity, the. transition from 
one meaning to another is taking a very wide step, and 
what few writers are in any danger of; it is, besides, what 
will not so readily escape the observation of the reader. 
So much for the second cause of deception, which is the 
chief source of all the nonsense of writers on politics and 
criticism. 

" The third and last, and, I may add, the principal spe- 
cies of composition, wherein we are exposed to this illusion 
by the abuse of words is that in which the terms employed 
are very abstract, and consequently of very extensive sig- 
nification. It is an observation that plainly ariseth from the 
nature and structure of language, and may be deduced as 
a corollary from what hath been said of the use of artifi- 
cial signs, that the more general any name is, as it compre- 
hends the more individuals under it, and consequently re- 
quires the more extensive knowledge in the mind that would 
rightly apprehend it, the more it must have of indistinctness 
and obscurity. Thus the word lion is more distinctly ap- 
prehended by the mind than the word beast, beast than 
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antmol, animal than being. But there is» in what are 
caUed abstract subjects, a still greater fund of ofoscuritj, 
than that arising from the frequent mention of the most 
general terms. Names must be assigned to those qualities 
as considered abstractedly, whicfi never subsist indepen- 
dently, or by themselves, but which constitute the generic 
characters and the specific differences of things. And 
this leads to a manner which is in many instances remote 
from the ccHnmon use of speech, and therefore must be of 
more difficult conception." (Bookii. sec. 2. p. 102, 103.) 
It is truly to be regretted that an author who has written 
so justly on this subject, should within a few pages so strik- 
ingly exemplify the errors he- has been treating of, by in- 
dulging in a declamation against Logic, which could not 
even to himself have conveyed any distinet meaning. When 
he says that a man who had learned Logic was '' qualified, 
without any other kind of knowledge, to defend any position 
whatever, however contradictory to common sense ; " and 
that ''that art observed the most absolute indifference to 
truth and error,*' he cannot mean that a false conclusion 
could be logically proved from true premises; since, igno- 
rant as he was of the subject, he was aware, and hae m 
another place distinctly acknowledged, that this is not the 
ciU9e; nor could he mean merely that a false conclusion 
could be proved fVom a false premiss, since that would 
evidently be a nugatory and ridiculous objection. He 
seems to have had, in truth, no meaning at all; though, 
like the authors he had been so ably criticising, he was 
perfectly unaware of the emptiness of what he was saying. 

Page 217, [H.] 
" Moses stretched forth his hand, and the waters were 
divided, and became a wall unto the children of Israel, on 
the right hand and on the lefl. Moses smote the rock with 

29 
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his rod, and the waters flowed witha], and the childr^i of Is- 
rael were refreshed in the wilderness, and were saved from 
death. Bat what was there in the arm of Moses, that the 
sea should ohej it and stand still? Or what in the rod of 
Moses, that it should turn the flinty rock into a living foun- 
tain? Let me freelj, though reverentlj, speak to jou of the 
patriarch Moses. He was indeed great, because he was 
indeed good, in his generation. But except in the matter 
of his goodness— except in his superior faith and trust in 
his Maker — except in his more ready obedience to the 
holy desires which the Spirit of the Lord inspired into his 
soul, he was no more than the rest of the Israelites, and 
the rest of men. Like them, like us, like every human 
being that is born of woman, he was compassed with infirm- 
ities, and tried with afflictions, and subject to terror, and 
surrounded with sorrow. Of himself he was able to do 
nothing, but all the mighty acts which he did, he did be-, 
cause ' it was Grod which worked in him both to will and to 
do of his good pleasure,' and because Moses did not resist 
the will of Grod, or neglect or abuse the power with which 
he was endued. If to the Jew, God was very liberal, we 
have the promise of his beloved Son, that to Christians, 
in all spiritual and necessary things, he will be still more 
so. Over the world without us he will perhaps give us no 
power — ^because we are not called upon to save a people. 
But we are called upon to save ourselves, and he unll give 
us a pewer over the rebellious world that is within us. 
Stretch forth but your hands in faith and sincerity to God, 
and surely he will separate between you and your lusts. 
He will divide the tumultuous sea of your passions, and open 
for you a way to escape from your enemies into the land of 
eternity. He will cause the waves thereof to stdnd still and 
narmless on youi right hand and on your left, and make you 
to walk in safety and unhurt through the overflowings of 
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ungodbness, which, without hiscontroUmg arm, would have 
drowned your souls in perdition and destruction. Be ye 
never so faint and weary in the wilderness of sin, yet if in 
humility you smite upon your breast, and say, God, be mer- 
ciful to me a sinner! he will melt the stony heart within 
you, and turning it into a fountain of piety and love — of 
love to man and love to your Maker — refresh you with 
the living waters of the comfort of the Spirit, and strength- 
en you by its power for your pilgrimage through life." 
Benson*s First Course of Htdsean Lectures for 1820. Lect. 
XIV. p. 344—346. 

Page ^65, [I.] 

" For the benefit of those who are desirous of gettmg 
over their bad habits, and discharging that important part 
of the Sacred office, the Reading the Liturgy with due de- 
corum, I shall first enter into a minute examination of some 
parts of the Service, and afterwards deliver the rest, ac- 
companied by such marks as will enable the Reader, in a 
short time, and with moderate pains, to make himself mas- 
ter of the whole. 

''But first it will be necessary to explain the marks 
which you will hereafler see throughout the rest of this 
course. They are of two kinds; one, to point out the em- 
phatic words, for which I shall use the Grave accent of 
the Greek, [']. 

" The other, to point out the different pauses or stops, 
for which I shall use the following marks: 

" For the shortest pause, marking an incomplete line 
thus '. 

" For the second, double the time of the former, two '*. 

'* And for the third or full stop, three ''' 

'* When I would mark a pause longer than any be* 
longing to the usual stops, it shall be by two horizontal 
lines, as thus »=. 
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** When I would point out a Syllable that is to b« dwelt 
on some time, I shall use this-, or a short horizontal OT«r 
the Syllable. 

" When a Syllable should be rapidly uttered, thus**, or 
a curve turned upwards; the usual marks of long and 
short in Prosody. 

" The Exhortation I have often heard delivered in the 
following manner: 

« < Dearly beloved brethren, the Scripture moveth us in 
sundry places to acknowledge and confess our manifold sins 
and wickedness. And that we should not dissemble nor 
cloke them before the face of Almighty Crod our Heavenly 
Father, but confess them with an humble lowly penitent and 
obedient heart, to the end that we may obtain, forgiveness 
of the same, by his infinite goodness and mercy. And 
although we ought at all times humbly to ackn6wledge our 
sins before God, yet ought we most chiefly s6 to do, 
when we assemble and meet together. To render th&nks 
fi>r the great benefits we have received at his hands, to set 
forth his most worthy praise, to hear his most holy word, 
and to ask those things that are requisite and necessary, 
as well for the body as the soul. Wherefore I pray and 
beseech you, as many as are here present, to accompany 
me with a pure heart and humble voice to the throne of 
the heavenly grace, saying after me.* 

" In the latter part of the first period, * but confess them 
with an humble lowly penitent and obedient heart, to the 
end that we may obtain, forgiveness of the same, by his 
infinite goodness and mercy,' there are several fauhs com- 
mitted. In the first place, the four epithets preceding the 
word ' heart,' are huddled together, and pronounced in a 
monotone, disagreeable to the ear, and enervating to the 
sense; whereas each word rising In force above the other, 
ought to be marked by a proportional rising of the notes in 
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the voice; and, in the last, there should be such a note 
used as would declare it at the same time to be the last— • 
' with an humble' lowl/ penitent and obedient heart,' &c. 
At first view it may appear, that the words ' humble ' and 
* lowly,' are synonymous; but the word ' lowly,' certainly 
implies a greater degree of humiliation than the word 
' humble.' The word ' penitent ' that follows, is of stron- 
ger import than ei^er; and the word ' obedient,' signify- 
ing a perfect resignation to the will of Grod, in consequence 
of our humiliation and repentance, furnishes the climax. 
But if the climax in the words' be not accompanied by a 
suitable climax in the notes of the voice, it cannot be made 
manifest. In the following part of the sentence, ' to the 
^nd that we may obtain' forgiveness of the skme" there are 
usually three emphases laid on the words, end, ohtain, aame^ 
where there should not be any, and the only emphatic word, 
forgiveneas, is slightly passed over; whereas it should be 
read — ' to the end that we may obtain forgiveness of the 
same,' keeping the words, obtain^ and fwgivenesBy closely 
together, and not disuniting them, both to the prejudice 
of the Sense and Cadenoe, &c. &c. 

" I shall now read the whole, in the manner I have re- 
commended; and if you will give attention to the marks, 
you will be reminded of the manper, when you come to 
practise in your private reading. ' Dearly bcl6ved breth** 
ren! = The Scripture moveth US' in sundry places' to ack- 
nowledge and confess our manifold sins and wickedness^' 
and that we should not dissemble nor cl6ke them' before 
the face of Almighty God' our HedLvenly Father" but con- 
fess them' with an humble' lowl/ penitent' and obedient 
heart' to the end that we may obtain forgiveness of the same' 
by his infinito goodness and mercy"' Ana although we 
ought at Mi times' humbly to acknowledge our sins before 
G6d" yet ought we most chiefly so to do' when we assem- 
29* 
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ble and meet together^ to tender thanks ibr tlie great beee- 
fits we have reeeiyed at his hands" to set forth' his most 
worthj pridse'' to h^ai^ his most IMj wdrd and to ask 
those thing^ which are requisite and neeessiuT^ as well (bt 
the hbdf as the s^vr" Wherefore I praj and beseech jda 
as mkaj as are here present" to aeeompanj me' with a pure 
hearf and humble voice' to the throne of the heavenly 
grace' saying,* &c." ^ ur id a n. Art rf Reading Prose. 

The generality of the rmnarks respecting the way in 
which each passage of the liturgy should be reed, are cor- 
rect ; though the mode recommended for attaining the pro- 
posed end is totally different from what is suggested in the 
present treatise. In some pmnts, however, the author is 
mistaken as to the emphatic words: e. g. in the Lord^s 
Prayer, he directs the following passage to be read thus; 
*' thy wiir b^ done' on earth' as it isT in Heaven,** with the 
emphasis on the words ** be '* and "is;** these, however, 
are not the emphatic words, and do not even exist m the 
original Gredi^ birt are supj^ed by the transli^or; the lat- 
ter of them might, indeed, be omitted altogether without 
any detriment to the sense ; *' thy will be done, as in Heay- 
en, so also on earth,** whiiA is a more Uteral tranidation, 
is perfectlj intelligible. A passage in the second Com- 
mandment again, he <Krects to be read, according indeed 
to the usual mode, both of reading and pointing it, — " vi^ 
the sms of the fathers' upon the children' unto the third 
and fourth generation of them that h4te me;'* which mode 
of reading destroys the sense, by making a pause at « chil- 
dren," and none at "generation;" for this implies that 
the third ajid fourth generations, who suffer these judg- 
ments, are thzmseives such as hate the Lord, instead of 
bemg merely, as is meant to be expressed, the children of 
«ich; " ^them that hate me." is a genitive governed not 
by "generation," but by « children:" it should be read 
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accocding to Sheridan's marks) ** viut the sbis of the 
fathers' upon the children onto the third and fourth gen- 
eration' of them that hate me:" i. e. '* visit the sins of the 
fathers who hate me, upon the third and fourth generations 
of their descendants." The same sanction is given to an 
equally common fault in reading the fiflh Commandment; 
'* that thy dajst may be long in the land' which the I^ord 
thy God giveth thee:" the pause should evidently be at 
*' fong*," not at '* land.** No one would say in ordinary 
CMMiversatioB, *' I hope you will find enjoyment in the gar- 
den' which you have planted." He has also strangely 

omitted an emphasis on the word '' covet," in the tenth 
Cemmandment. He has, however, in the negative or 
prohibitory iooaimaads avoided the common fault of accent- 
ing the word '' not,** And here it may be worth while to 
remark, that in some cases the Copula ought to be made 
the emphatic word; (i. e. the "m," if the proposition be 
affirmative, the " not,** if negative;) viz. where the pro- 
position may be considered as in opposition to its contra- 
dietary. If, e. g. it had been a question, whether we ought 
to steal or not, the commandment, in answer to that, would 
have been rightly pronounced, "thou sh alt no* steal:" 
but the question being, what things we are forbidden to do, 
the answer is, that *' to steal" is one of them, **thou 
shalt not steal,** In such a case as this, the proposition 
is considered as opposed, not to its contradictory, but to 
one with a different Predicate: the question being, not, 
which Copula (negative or affirmative) shall be employed, 
but whai shall be affirmed or denied of ^he subject: e. g. 
''it is lawful to 66^; but not to steal:** in such a case, 
the Predicate, not the Copula, will be the emphatic word. 
One fault worth noticing on account of its commonness 
is the placing of the emphasis on " neighbour ** in the ninth 
and tenth Commandments; as if there might be some per- 
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sons precluded from the benefit of the prohibitions. One 
would think the man tc whom our Lord addressed the par- 
able of the good Samaritan, had been used to this mode 
of deiiverj, bj his asking " and who is my neighbourl** 

The usual pronunciation of one part of the '' Apostles' 
Creed " is probably founded on some misapprehension of 
the sense of it:* '' The holy Catholic Church, the Com- 
munion of Saints/' is commonly read as if these were two 
distinct articles; instead of the latter clause being merely 
an explanation of the former: *' The holy Catholic 
Church, [viz.] the Communion of Saints." 

* See Sir Peter (afterwards Lord) King's History of the Apostles' 
Creed ; a work maeh more Talnable (in proportioii to its sixe) tbu 
most that are stadied by theologians. 
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